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Cases Reported this Week. 
(Bevore tHe Vacation JupGs.) 
James Vallentine & Co. (Lim.), Re 
Martin, Wallis, & Co. (Lim.), Re 


U 

| Tue wrrvzss acrtoys in the lists of the judges of the Chancery 
)Pivision amount in number to 294, as compared with 269 in 
"atinity Sittings, 1893, and 527 in Michaelmas, 1892. 





WE EXxPREssED some doubt a few weeks ago about the 

thenticity of the statements as to the appointment of Sir 
Horace Davey, Q.C., as a Lord Justice of Appeal. Although, 
0 far as we know, there has been no official announcement of 
a ee nenent, we believe there is no doubt of the fact, and 
Mat he will be sworn in at the earliest opportunity. 





a Tue usr of supeels set down to be heard before the two 
Hvisions of the Court of Appeal amount to 120, as com 
mh 84 in the printed list of Trinity Sittings, 1893, and 131 in 





that of Michaelmas Sittings, 1892. From Chancery Divi- 
sion there are 35 appeals, and 2 from the ‘County, Paletine of 
Lancaster; from the Queen’s Bench Division there’ are 60 
ap 5 from the Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty Division, 
7 ptcy appeals, and 11 New Trial Cases. 


* 





In tHe Chancery Division the cases set downto be heard 
number 524 as compared with 467 in Trinity Sittings, 1893, 
and 770 a year . The cases comprise 124 before Mr. 
Justice Currry, 118 before Mr. Justice Norrn, 114 before Mr. 
Justice Strain, 88 before Mr. Justice Kexewicn, and 80 before 
Mr. Justice Romer; and in addition to this there are 56 cases 
before Mr. Justice Vavenan Wi1iams, and a few cases re- 
maining from the transfer to Mr. Justice Wricnr. 





In tHE cause lists of the Queen’s Bench Division there are 
253 cases to be heard by divisional courts, 823 actions for trial, 
and 33 Bankruptcy ap ; making a total of 1,109. In 
Trinity Sittings, 1893, the number was 958, and a year ago it 
was 1,005. There are 319 Probate and Divorce cases, and 55 
Admiralty actions. 





ALTHOUGH there have been each day of the Vacation Sittin 
a large number of cases set down in the paper, the orders made 
by the Vacation judges do not add. up to more than half the 
number of cases set down. ‘This has arisen from the necessity 
for many cases to stand over from time to time, some of them 
appearing in the list on three or four separate occasions. On 

ednesday last Mr. Justice Kennxpy sat until six o’clock, and 
not being able to complete the work, adjourned several cases to 
be disposed of on Friday, the 20th inst. 





Ir we Are correctly informed, there has been an alteration 
during the last two years in the nature of the invitation to the 
Lord Chancellor’s annual reception. Formerly the document 
was in the form of a circular, stating that “the Lord Chan- 
cellor would receive the Judges, Queen’s Counsel, Benchers of 
the Inns of Court, Registrars and Masters of the Supreme 
Court at,” &. The substituted letter takes the form of a 
personal invitation, which is certainly more gracious, and less 
open to be treated as a mere notice which might be complied 
with or not, as the recipient thought fit. 


Tue RETIREMENT of Master T. W. Excx must be regarded as 
a public calamity. Not only was he a most efficient organizer 
of matters of detail relating to the daily work of the Queen’s 
Bench Division, but he was one of the small class of high offi- 
cials who are always considering how the matters over which 
they have control can be worked to the greater advantage of 
suitors and others concerned. Everyone in the legal profession 
must be familiar with his admirably-written pamphlets on 
various subjects connected with his official duties; and the 
readers of this journal have occasionally had the benefit of his 
ripe experience and shrewd observation. It is stated that one 
of his official acts was to formulate suggestions for the 
reconstruction of his department, which it can hardly be 
doubted will be found, when carried into effect, to result in 
great practical advantages. The act is characteristic of the man 
—patient, courteous, unobtrusive, unmindful who got the credit 
of his s ions, and desirous only to do his utmost to facili- 
tate the working of the great machine he has so long controlled. 
Though everyone will regret that Mr. Eruz’s retirement should 
occur at a time when his skill and experience would be of espe- 
cial value in ing and contro the new arrangements 
for sittings in town er the Circuit Order, it must be said that 
few men have better earned the right to retirement. Thirty- 
five years of indefatigable service is a record which not many 
officials are able to shew. 








Arrention To the notices relating to the Chancery cause list 


pared | which we print elsewhere will repay those who have business in 


the Chancery Division. Mr. Justice Srintinc will sit for the 
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disposal of his own list of witness actions on every day, | on the 10th of August, the Court of Appeal have at length ian P. ae 
except Mondays, from the 31st of October to the 11th of Novem- | down a canon of construction by which justices are to be guided © for 
ber. Mr. Justice Kexewicn will take his own list of witness |in determining whether or not traffic is extraordinary withig lim 
actions from the 14th to the 25th of November, Mondays | section 23 of the Highways and Locomotives (Amendment) A: “g 
excepted. Mr. Justice Currry will take his own list of vem 1878. The new definition of extraordi traffic is as follows, ‘ 
actions from the 28th of November to the 9th of December, | ‘‘ Extraordinary traffic is a carriage of articles over the road, at Im: 
cae — wv Justice Recor will Be hear any | either one or more times, which is so exceptional in the quality and 
witness actions during the sittings, but will proceed continuously | or quantity of articles carried, or in the mode or time of user of | 
with his non-witness list, iomalioe Solar poe sep 4 io seal substantially to alter and increase the burden ial Ss - 
adjourned summonses, and non-witness actions, except that on | posed by ordinary traffic on the road, and thereby to cause divi 
a ys ag! 30th - November and the 7th of Pas sta he | damage and expense beyond what is common.” This definition rize 

ear Mr. Justice Currry’s motions, and on Saturdays, the | must be taken for the present to overrule several dicta whi 
2nd and 9th of December, his unopposed petitions. Desiin the | were understood to eatublish that a mere feaieies ‘i re i 
time Mr. Justice Srirtive is hearing witness actions his motions | quantity of ordinary traffic would not be extraordinary traffic turt 
will, on Thursdays, the 2nd and 9th of November, and his un- | within the meaning of the section (see especially the judgment divi 
opposed petitions on Saturdays, the 4th and 11th of November, | of Grove, J., in the Pickering case, 8 Q. B. D. 59,61). It would autl 
3 heel by es Justice Kexewicn; and while Mr. Justice pF eggs to consider in detail the effect of the decision in abo 
—. = —- witness actions his motions will, on | Hill vy. Thomas upon the authority of the earlier cases. But the whe 
Gitees cm Gosectcgn dha nth anh S00 at Rovsedit bo] catinion ofa anigiien.- Advan semunenie tal toieed 
és 5 November, be | some of a surprise. verse comments had inde 

ene by Mr. Justice Stiztinc. Special attention is directed to | made iy towne and A. L. Sairn, JJ., but they were naa T 
the fact that the number of non-witness cases before Mr. Justice | stood to be limited to the tentative definition of extraordinary last 
2 per is so small that he may be able to begin the hearing | traffic offered by Lorzs, J., but not assented to by Grove, J., in the : 
of witness actions before the 14th of November. that case. So far as we know, nobody ever dreamed that endi 

Bowen or A. L. Surru, JJ., regarded the decision itself as open occu 

ADE ea 5 to question. It remains to be seen whether the interpretation 59 ci 
presiding, magintvaio st foe Aberin pulize overt om; Monday, | shaieest be of muah peaston! curvien,  Ciaisly, t gives gimme 

: } d en ce court on Monday. | abs e of much practical service. U6: y, it gives no i 
— a he ie J _—— synagogue Ky oe Rev. JAMEs cnet for the oe of the a em gps connected = the £415 

ITTMAN—and a . ALEXANDER Zamek, one of the congrega- | application of the section to industrial traffic. i j | 
tion, badd charged = having slaughtered a bullock’ with which, by the way, affords the pr aresn saenent in Ps o -n 
‘cruelty,” against “the true intent and meaning” of the Pre- | holding that an unusual vol f ordinary traffic i ¢ extra- 
vention of Cruelty to Animals (Scotland) Act, 1850, which io pr traffic, was ‘hardly alluded to in the ccgument. Ha oy, 
done frequent, and not altogether creditable, duty in the Scotch | practical purposes the cases on the section may be divided into total 
sigan — —_ Rese og two points were raised by | two classes—(1) Traffic incidental to building operations, and and 1 
cote, diftring: Se’it doce from the’ Onricton chicds” tn this | aature; (3) tadastsil tai’ wach as the cartage of sions Sami Mies 

, chi in e ; in a as eof s 
gg that it discards the process of stunning the par about | quarries, of coal or iron ames pe of Gakin de. Industrial ase 
to killed before the actual killing takes place, is in itself | traffic invariably tries to be permanent. Hence arises the 
Po and therefore ag under the statute; and (2) | question, When does such traffic, being extraordinary at first, 
= —e a on it is not intrinsically unlawful— become ordinary ? Hence, also, arises the difficulty that the W! 
i ae a: on took no active part in the | section may impose a burden on one trader from which his trade 
— gs) be one his work unskilfully. On the second of | rivals are exempt. These two difficulties do not make them- Tux | 
ese issues, the magistrate found the charge against Mr. Lrrr- | selves felt in the case of traffic occasioned by building operations rules 
MAN Fr ag . On the _ = seems to have given no | such as came under consideration in Hill v. Thomas. It detracts imme 
~— — = J ut we may —— infer from the fact that | greatly from the value of the judgment in that case that the to ar 
i iiionas st oe takGedsitirinaa tas ne 
. Mu view | existence, 0. ractical dis . , 
—— slaughtering is not per se illegal. If this was the vr piace ‘oped 
earn istrate’s decision, we agree with him. Interfe | 
with long-established religious to sant in at om ante nies te We print elsewhere the paper read by Mr. G. T. Powe at b a 
be lightly undertaken, and on the evidence we are far from the Manchester meeting of the Incorporated Law Society on the 1892 
being satisfied that the swift deep “‘throat-cut” of the Jewish formation of companies limited by guarantee and wihow a and ¢ 
slaughter is either a more painful or a less expeditious method | “4P ital divided into shares. In advocating the adoption of a takin 
of killing cattle than the practice of stunning them by a poleaxe plan he points out the advantages which may be exp ected f th 
which prevails in Christian slaughter-houses. Perhaps the — when the necessity for a share capital is dispensed with, ong 
most interesting point in the prosecution was an incidental one There is an end to all the troublesome questions which arise as _ 
The advocate for the defendants is reported to have argued that to payments to vendors and promoters, as to the issue of shares es 
only “‘wanton cruelty” will justify a conviction under th at a discount, as to the issue of shares under rogistered con- 
Seti, etetete ¥0 this eupume ‘y . ll founded i ©| tracts, and other matters. There is also an end to the ad valorem Vavai 
sie ameter to the many ver preotin Pesocdlgye woe Bars 0 fee and duty on the amount of the capital. As to the former es 
for the passing of a Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act point it is to be noticed that, while many legal questions Si ot i F 
applicable to the whole kingdom. Pascat tells us that truth | ®VOided by dispensing with the share capital, the cash which “Mi 44 450 
and coe geal change with a few degrees of latitude, and the nope va = we be 8 with as well, " nd vie’ tion cc 
observation has in it, like most paradoxes, an element of good ME VEREIS GRE WORKING CEpeEete Ee i 
oi .~ sound wean But Suiie the climatic nor the a oe bs @ scheme is _ ——— my This d 
erences between the constituent parts of the United | ~’. - pees & Ss ey oe ere i 
Kingdom are sufficiently acute to ustify the phew ng of | PFietors of the business which the company is to undertake, as 
statutes, the judicial construction of which has pro- are content to forego any cash payment for it, and to rely upo® — the 
" different and contrary answers to the question whether the ibility of selling their interests to the public as soon a6 
“ cock fighting” and the “dishorning ”,of cattle are illegal, and | * asege ——— for a age age that ~ whole 
under any one of which it is ible to - | interest 0 e company sho e divi into a definite , 
fliction of pain which is coneeiaaney, but = Coos. ie hoot number of shares, to be allotted among the subscribers to the | wey 
amount to legal “cruelty.” ’ memorandum of association—on what terms they could be | 
allotted to strangers it is not altogether easy to see—and them — 
Ix the case of Hill y. Thomas (W.N., 1893, p. 144), decided these shares can be sold to any members of the public wha] 








having regard to the ultimate guarantee, are willing to pay | 
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money for them. As to any money which the company requires 
for its own purposés, this is to be raised by debentures. In a 
limited number of cases there seems to be no reason why a 
company should not be started on this plan, and it contains 
a guarantee of the genuineness of the company’s business. 
Immediately, the promoters make no money out of it at all, 
and they are not likely to make money subsequently unless the 
company is a success. But it ap that the Inland Revenue 
authorities have interfered, ostensibly on the ground that the 
division of the interest in the company into shares is not autho- 
rized by the Companies Act of 1862. Perhaps there is not 
much in this objection, as such division seems to be n 
for adjusting the rights of the members inter se, and it does not 
turn the company in any-sense into a company with a capital 
divided into shares. The opposition of the Inland Revenue 
authorities doubtless is really based on the second point noticed 
above, the avoidance of the ad valorem fee and duty payable 
when a company is registered with a share capital. 





TE Most interesting feature of the County Court Return for 
last year, which has just been issued, is the table containing 
the return of proceedings under the Tithe Act, 1891, in the year 
ending the 3lst of December, 1892. These proceedings have 
occurred all over the country, being shared among 44 out of the 
59 circuits; but out of the total of 1,487 proceedings no fewer 
than 443 arose in the courts of Cardiganshire and Carmarthen- 
shire. The largest claims were made at Bishop’s Waltham, for 
£419, and the greatest number of applications (a from 
Wales) occurred in Lincolnshire, Birmingham, and ex. It 
is to be noted that nearly all the applications were unopposed, 
only 99 out 1,487 being resisted ; mo that out of 271 warrants 
of distress which were issued only 118 were put in force. The 
total amount of tithe ordered to be paid was £2,278 2s. 64d., 
and the total amount of fees chargeable in ect of the pro- 
ceedings was £153 13s., and the total wnclimatoy: costs £130 14s. 
There was only one appeal, from a decision of the Holbeach 
court. 





WINDING UP DURING THE LEGAL YEAR 1892-3. 
I, 

Tux legal year now coming to an end has not been so prolific in 
rules and orders relating to the winding up of companies as its 
immediate predecessor was. This has enabled several authors 
to arrange the numerous regulations and decisions with re 
to this branch of practice in something like order, and has given 
the bench and the reporters rather more leisure than they en- 
_— last year. But neither the judges nor the reporters have 

nidle. The problems in respect of the Rules of 1890 had 
by no means been all worked out when the Rules of April, 
1892, came with something like a shock before the profession 
and the public, and much judicial, official, and literary paina- 
taking has been involved, even during the last twelve nn at wey 
the endeavour to make the numerous statutes and regulations 
work together in anything like harmony. 

Several very important questions of jurisdiction have arisen. 
In Re Real Estates Co. (ante, p. 102 ; 1893, 1 Ch. 398) Mr. Justice 
Vavonan WituiaMs held that the liquidation of a limited compan: 
could not be transferred to the City of London Court, wat | 
as the latter court has only winding-up jurisdiction in the case 
of industrial and provident societies and building societies, and 
at the same time intimated that the Liberator Society’s liquida- 
tion could not be transferred to the High Court, as the latter had 
no windifg-up jurisdiction in the case of a building society. 
This decision was freely discussed at the time, but the reason- 
ing in support seems to be unanswerable. In consequence 
of this hal ing the liquidations of the Real Estates Co. and 
the Liberator Society, though their affairs were closely con- 
nected, had to be continued before two different tribunals. 
The apparently simple point decided in Re Portsea Island 
Building Society (41 W. R. 587) was of small importance com- 
— with what the result would have been if the decision had 

the other way and with what the result was 
through the delay which arose from the argument of the 
preliminary question involved. The case decides that where a 





building society is being wound up in the court that 
court may state a case for the opinion of the High Oourt 
section 3 (3) of the Companies (Winding up) Act, 1890. 
Mr. Justice Vavenan Wii1tams’ j ent is carefully read, it 
will be seen that those who rely implicitly on rule 146 of the 
County Court Rules, 1892, may possibly find themselves on an 
insecure a ego that ed omeatal Trade por 2 Peat the 16th 
of September, 1892, is perhaps a ; when a 
building or industrial and provident society is being wound up, 
there is some ground for arguing that even a promoter is not 
liable to be publicly examined. 

The result to the parties in the Portsea case was that before 
the special case came on to be argued there was time to obtain 
the passing of an Act of Parliament which transferred the 
whole winding up to an arbitrator (Lord Macwacuren). In 
Re Mining Shares Investment Co. (41 W. R. 376; 1893, 2 Oh. 
660) Mr. J ustice VaucHAN WIL114Ms, strictly following the line 
of reasoning of an article in 36 Sozicrrors’ Journnat, 479, 
decided that he had jurisdiction to sanction alterations under 
the Companies (Memorandum of Association) Act, 1890. We 
have already made some observations on this case (ante, p. 350). 
On the same lines his lordship shortly afterwards held that he 
had also jurisdiction to sanction reductions of capital: Re Ocean 
Queen Steamship Co. (41 W. R. 570; 1893, 2 Ch. 666), 

In Re Pioneers of Mashonaland Syndicate (41 W. R. 492; 1893, 

1 Ch. 731) the same judge dismissed a petition by a 0 
shareholder, who alleged that shares of the company had 
issued at a discount, and that if the discount was paid into the 
company’s coffers there would be a surplus for division 

the shareholders ; but the case is of more value as being, we 
lieve, the first judicial explanation of Lord Herscugt.’s remarks 
in Re Ooregum Gold Mining Co. v. Roper (41 W. R. 90; 1892, A. C. 
125). In Re General Phosphate Corporation (ante, p. 683, W.N., 
1893, p. 142, commented on ante, p. 679) is important as contain- 
ing a suggestion—perhaps not a decision—that where there has 
been fraud in the promotion of a company the majority of the 
shareholders cannot now, as they could before the Companies 
(Winding-up) Act, 1890, waive the fraud. 

Re New Morgan Gold Mining Co. (ante, p. 441, W. N., 1893, 
p. 79) shews that the advertisement of a winding-up petition 
must shew what is really going to be asked for at the hearing. 
If only a compulsory order is mentioned in the advertisement, 
a supervision order will not be made without a fresh advertise- 
ment being inserted—and this notwithstanding the petition asks 
alternatively for a supervision order. 

Evidence has been a subject to which both decisions and rules 
have been directed. In Re Review Publishing Co. (ante, p. 176, 
W. N., 1893, p. 5) a liberal in’ ion was given to rule 36 
of 1890 as to the persons who may make the affidavit verify- 
ing a winding-up petition. In our issue of the 10th of Decem- 
ber we noticed (ante, p. 93) the Board of Trade Order of the 
38rd of December, 1893, with reference to swearing proofs 
of debts before officers of the board and clerks of the official 
receiver. As we anticipated, these officials from the time 
when they commenced to act on the order declined to take 
any fee for administering the oath. In some liquidations— 
¢.g:, that of the Liberator Building Society—the fees received 
would have amounted to a very considerable sum. On the 
29th of March, 1893, a General Order was issued with 


regard to the times for filing affidavits in ition to a 
winding-up petition, and affidavits in reply. We also noticed 


(ante, p. 93) a slip in Form 4 annexed to the Rules of April, 
i892) b omitting the names and addresses of the solicitors of 
those who have given notice of their intention to appear. The 
form issued from the registrar’s office (set out in Palmer's 
Winding-up Forms, 2nd ed., p. 70) complies with rule 21 of 
pega Mg a column for the names and 

the solicitors. Re Woodrow, Hooper, £ Co, (ante, 
W. N., 1893, p. 38) shews how necessary it is to be 
notice of intention to a at the ing of a petition, as to 
the exact course which the person giving the notice intends to 


— : 
e order of the 29th of March, 1893, also contains 


a 
vision enabling the judge to substitute Phere gm ger for 
who has consented to the withdrawal, dismi or adjournment 
of his petition. The rule has been often read in court, but we 
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believe has never yet been acted on. We have heard, however, 
that it is easily evaded. 

The vexed question of how much “regard” is to be paid 
to the “wishes of creditors and contributories’’ again arose 
in Re The Varieties (41 W. R. 296; 1893, 2 Ch. 235). His 
lordship, fresh from the hearing of election petitions, care- 
fully examined the composition of the majority of shareholders 
in favour of voluntary winding up, and, notwithstanding their 
opposition, made a compulsory winding-up order. 
follows Re West Surrey Tanning Co. (14 W. R. 1009; L. R. 2 

. 737), and some observations of Lord Justice Jamxs in [te 
Gold Co. (27 W. R. 757, 11 Ch. D. 701), both under the old 
practice. 

In Re Alfred Betzold §& Co. (ante, p. 65) the Court of Appeal 
dispersed a very prevalent idea that “‘ once ordered to be wound 
up” means liquidation up to dissolution. The case has been 

dy discussed by us (ante, p. 59). It may be observed 
here that winding-up orders are now frequently made in a 
sense provisionally—that is to say, the order is directed not to 
be drawn up for a time, and not at all in certain events—e.g., pay- 
ment of the petitioner’s debts within a limited period. This was a 
course frequently adopted under the old practice, but rule 22 of 
ril, 1892, which requires the registrar to give the official re- 
ceiver notice that a winding-up order ‘has been pronounced,” 
has raised the doubt in some minds whether the practice is quite 
correct. It is not usual to give the official receiver notice in 
such case unless by non-compliance with the conditions the 
order “goes.” One result is that a company provisionally 
ordered to be wound up avoids publicity being given to the fact 
until the advertisement of the winding-up order is issued, for 
newspaper reporters do not, in fairness to companies, like to say 
aioe been wound when a locus penitentie has been given 
them, and the reporter does not, at the end of the days of grace, 
know whether the order to wind up has been drawn up or not. 
Some sort of decree absolute ought, in these cases, to be pro- 
nounced in court when it is ascertained that winding up is 
really to take place. 

Re Bound § Co. (ante, p. 250, W. N., 1893, p. 21) is the 
first reported decision as to a practice, which had already been 
more once adopted in chambers (see Ae London Co- 
operative Supply Stores, Palmer, 87),.of appointing, before 
winding-up order made, the official receiver to be provisional 
liquidator for the purpose of applying for the appointment 
of a special manager. But the device is rather clumsy, unless 
you can first catch your official receiver, so that his application 
may immediately follow yours; and even then it seems more 
simple to appoint an outsider as provisional liquidator with 
power to do all that the special manager could do. If the 
special manager is appointed, he has to give security to the 
satisfaction of the Board of Trade, and the less the board have 
to do with a company’s affairs before a winding up is com- 
menced—or, at any rate, absolutely inevitable—the better for 
all parties, including the board. It is still a vexed question 
whether the Board of Trade can fix the security of an outside 
“‘anterim provisional liquidator.” There seems no reason to 
doubt the validity of Mr. Justice Kexewicn’s order in National 
Wholemeal Co. (Palmer, 89) that the provisional liquidator 
should ‘‘ give security to be approved by the judge,” an under- 
taking being given by the petitioner to be answerable for his 
receipts in the meantime. 

In April last (ante, p. 381) we noticed that the Board of Trade 
had appointed a committee to consider whether any limit should 
be put upon the action of the Board of Trade with regard to 
winding up ; but no very important changes have so far resulted 
from the inquiry which was held. The enormous increase of 

inding-up business has, however, necessitated an increase in | 
the number of official receivers ; and we believe that those who 
prefer the services of outside liquidators to those of the official 


” 


This case | 





receivers acting as liquidators will not be met with discourage- 

ment. Mr. Justice Romwzr’s decision in Jobson v. Palmer (41 | 
W. RB. 264; 1893, 1 Ch. 71), though given with reference to a | 
trustee’s liability for stolen articles, should be noted as probably | 


bearing on the question of a liquidator’s liability under similar | the Statutes of Forcible Entry of the use of force in the ¢ 
circumstances |of a right of entry. 
lis prohibition on the right of entry itself and the possession,w. 
inerease. The decision of the Appeal Court in Ze Lddystone | is obtained under it. On this head, two questions suggest. & 


_ Cases as to the liability of contributories are ever on the 








Marins Insurance Co. (41 W. R. 642; 1893, 3 Ch. 9) is not 
in principle, but new in detail—as Lord Justice LixpLey said” 
But these details require to be read carefully, perhaps twigs | 
or a mistaken idea will be found as to what was really deci re 
The case is a valuable one with regard to contributories tryimg’ 
to escape on the assumption that they are protected by @ 
registered contract in respect of fully-paid shares. Fs 

Re Borough Commercial Building Society (41 W. R. 3p 
1893, 2 Ch. 242) decided in’ the affirmative the new and ig. 
portant points whether an unlimited company could by i) 
constitution provide for a return of capital to its members, and 
for its members withdrawing from membership so as to be freg” 
from liability even in the case of winding up. We understand 
that this decision is indorsed by the profession. 

Re Macdonald, Sons, § Co. (ante, p. 703, W. N., 1893, p. 142)ig 
a case of interest on the subject of taking paid-up shares, ag 
such, without paying for them in cash and escaping liability, 
notwithstanding there has been no registered contract, on 
ground that the company have represented that the shares wer 
fully paid up. If the decision is sound—and we do not say 
that it is unsound—it points to a loophole by which share 
holders may sometimes escape liability; but we refrain from 
further comment, as the question whether an appeal should be 
brought is now under consideration. The moral aspect of the case 
has already been discussed in the Zimes and other newspapers, 

Mr. Justice Vavenan Wi1iams’ decision in Re Washingtm 
Diamond Mining Co, as to setting off directors’ fees against calls 
was unable to bear the scrutiny of the Court of Appeal (41 
W. R. 681). The Court of Appeal found as facts that the 
directors had paid their own fees when the company was unable 
to pay its debts as they became due, and that the payment to 
themselves was with a view to obtain a preference over other 
creditors. The only question of law was whether the mutual 
credit clause (section 38) of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, applied 
as to the cross claims in respect of fees and calls, and this was 
decided in the negative. The case is commented on ante, p, 
611. Questions relating to set-off of calls were also decided 
by Mr. Justice Srrruine in Christie v. Taunton, Delmard, Lane, § 
Co. (41 W. R. 475; 1893, 2 Ch. 175). 

Public examinations have been frequent. The result of 
the decision in Re Real Estates Co. (41 W. R. 157; 1893, 
1 Ch. 398) was that Mr. Registrar Empen was appointed 
an Assistant Judge of the City of London Court, in onder 
that an officer skilled in winding-up practice might com 
duct the public examinations in the matter of the Liber 
tor Building Society. Much time, much trouble, and a great 
deal of money have been spent in public examination, 
and it remains to be seen whether an adequate beneficial 
result has been obtained. As regards judge-made law on I 
subject, Mr. Justice Vavenan Witttiams in Re Laxon § Co. (Ne, 
2) 41 W. R. 62; (1893, 1 Ch. 210), held that the official se 
ceiver’s report need not actually and in terms allege fraud i 
the proposed examinee, but that it is sufficient if the facts 
alleged suggest fraud in a person who is liable to be examined. 
This decision has been followed, apparently with some hesita- 
tion, by a divisional court of the Queen’s Bench Division on am 
appeal from a county court: Re Birkdale Steam Laundry On 
(ante, p. 717). 4 

The decision of the Court of Appeal in North Australian Torte 
tory Co. v. Goldsborough, Mort, & Co. (41 W. R. 501; 1893,2 
Ch. 381), is of some importance as regards the privilege from 
production of depositions taken at a private examination 
section 115 of the Act of 1862, even when use has been madedt | 
them in cross-examination. hs 
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selves: First, can the person forcibly ejected complain in a civil 
action that the entry was unlawful, and so either recover - 
sion, or obtain damages for the dispossession? Secondly, can 
the person entering maintain that his entry puts him in lawfal 
possession for all civil purposes, so as to justify him in treating 
other persons on the land as trespassers, and in removing them- 
selves and their goods by force ? 

To the first question the answer is clear. The statutory pro- 
hibition of the use of force does not in any way affect the civil 
right of entry so far as the mere entry and taking Rosvernin of 
the land is concerned. There is not in English law any action 
merely posseesory, in which a person forcibly ejected can recover 

ssession as against the owner; and though, in Bracron’s 

ys, the assise of novel disseisin was practically such an action, 
it had lost this character before Lord Coxer’s time (L. Q. R., 
iv., 24; Oo. Litt. 2375). If the person ejected brought his 
assise, or writ of entry sur dissetsin, the person ejecting him 
could always plead facts shewing that he had a right of entry, 


and, of course, this is so now in an action of ejectment. |. 


Possession could be recovered against the owner by re- 
course to the justices under the statutes, but not in a civil 
action. 

And as the person ejected could not under such circumstances 
recover possession, neither could he recover damages for the dis- 
possession. This was recognized even in actions of forcible 
entry grounded on the statutes, and if in such an action the 
defendant succeeded in proving a title in himself, he was dis- 
missed without any inquiry concerning the force (Hawk. P. C., 
i, 495). ‘For howsoever,” it is said, ‘he may be punishable 
at the king’s suit, for doing what is prohibited by statute, as a 
contemner of the laws and disturber of the peace, yet he shall 
not be liable to pay any damages for it to the plaintiff, whose 
injustice gave him the provocation in that manner to right him- 
self,”’ 

Moreover, that the mere-civil right of entry is not interfered 
with by the statutes is recognized in numerous modern cases. 
In Taunton vy. Costar (7 T. R. 431) it was held that a tenant 
holding over could not treat the entry of his landlord as a 
trespass. ‘‘If indeed,” said Lord Kenyon, ©.J., ‘the land- 
lord had entered with a strong hand to dispossess the tenant by 
force, he might have been indicted for a forcible entry; but 
there can be no doubt of his right to enter upon the land 
at the expiration of the term.” And in Zurner v. Meymott (1 
Bing. 158), where the tenant’s term had expired, and in his 
absence the landlord broke open the door and resumed posses- 
sion, a new trial was granted upon the tenant obtaining a 
verdict in trespass. ‘‘If the landlord,” said Dattas, CJ., 
“has used force, that is an offence of itself, but an offence 
against the public for which, if he has done wrong, he may be 
indicted.” Upon the same principle it was held in Burling v. 
Read (11 Q. B. 904) that the defendant with right of entry 
might justify entering and pulling down a workshop, although 
the plaintiff wasin it at the time. Soin Pollen v. Brewer (7 C.B. 
N. 8. 371), it was treated as clear that for the mere expulsion no 
damages could be recovered, and this has been recently laid 
down both in England and Ireland. In Beddall v. Maitland (17 
Ch. D. 174) Fry, J., said (p. 188): “The plaintiff can recover 
no damages for the entry, because the possession was not legally 
his, and he can recover none for the force used in the entry, 
because, though the statute of Rich. 2 creates a crime, it gives 
no civil remedy.” In Beattie v. Mair (L. R. Ir. 10 C. L. 208) 
Patres, O.B., said (p. 211): “I think it clear upce. prindiaie 
and authority that a civil action cannot be maintained against 
the true owner by one wrongfully in possession, merely for ex- 
pelling him by force and with a strong hand from his unlawful 

ion.” 

But although the forcible exercise of a right of entry does not 
expose the person so entering to liability in a civil action either 
to restore possession or to pay damages, the courts have been 
reluctant to allow that a possession so gained is for all civil 

8 lawful; and it is, perhaps, the prevalent opinion that 
it cannot be used to justify injury done in the course of the 
entry — to the persons or A hae of ate a are 
wrongfully upon the land. In Zi v. Gay (6 Oar. & P. 284) a 
landlord tarigl the tenant’s wife into the street and put his furni- 
ture out of the window ; and Lord Lynpxuvrst, O.B., held that he 


ccould not justify this under his right of entry. “If,” he said 
in poantier Vv. up, “the defendant it a vight 0 Pre. ion, 
he should or obtained the possession by legal means.” But 
if the civil right of entry is not affected by the statutory pro- 
hibition of forcible entry, it is a plausible opinion that the pos- 
session gained under it must be for all civil a lawful 
possession, and this view was strongly entertained by some of. - 
the judges before whom at different times the case of Wewton v. 
Harland (1 Man. & Gr. 644), the leading authority on the sub- 
ject, came. 

The plaintiffs, Mr. and Mrs. Newron, sued in trespass, 
alleging that the defendants on the 2nd of March, 1837, with 
force and arms assaulted the plaintiff, Mrs. Newron, and put 
her out of a dwelling-house into the road. The defendants 
pleaded, first, not guilty; secondly, that the defendant Har- 
LAND was lawfully possessed of the dwelling-house, that Mrs. 
Newton was unlawfully in it, and that he put her out with 
slight force, doing no unnecessary damage. e first trial took 

lace before Parxe, B., at the York Assizes in 1887. From the 

ts proved then, and at the subsequent trials, it ap that 
Newron had hired rooms of for a term of six months, 
which expired on the Ist of March, 1837. Or the followi 
day Hartanp demanded possession, but Mrs..Newron re 
to leave. Thereupon he employed a blacksmith to pick the 
lock, and, having entered the rooms with four or five persons, 
compelled Mrs. Newroy, her children, and servants to go. 
Parke, B., holding that Hartanp had gained a lawful posses- 
sion, told the jury that the second plea was made out, and a 
verdict was given for the defendants. A new trial was granted 
on the ground of misdirection, Tryna, C.J., saying: ‘I do not 
see how the defendants can justify the expulsion of the female 
plaintiff under a possession obtained by an act which is in itself 
criminal”; and Park and Bosanquet, JJ., concurred, Corr- 
MAN, J., expressing no opinion on this point. 

The second trial took place at York before Atprrsoy, B., in 
1838, but he adopted the same view of the law as Parke, B., 
and the same result followed. He directed the jury that, where 
a tenant holds over, the landlord is entitled to turn him out, 
using no unnecessary violence ; and, therefore, the only question 
on the second plea was whether the term had expired, and Mrs. 
Newron refused to go. A rule for a new trial was in 
granted, the matter being now more carefully considered by a 
court consisting of Trvpat, C.J., and Bosanqvet, Cotrman, and 
Ersxinz, JJ. The majority (Cotrman, J., diss.) held that the 
defendant could not plead that he was “lawfully in possession ”’ 
if his entry was forcible, and, as the jury had not yet had the 
question whether the entry was forcible submitted to them, a 
third trial was necessary. ‘‘If,” said Trnpat, O.J., “the land- 
lord, in making his entry upon the tenant, has been guilty 
either of a breach of a positive statute, or of an offence against 
the common law, it appears to me that such violation of the law 
in making the entry causes the ion thereby obtained to 
be illegal ; and that the allegation in the plea that one of the 
defendants was lawfully in possession at the time the assault was 
committed is segety .” §$o Bosanquer, J.: “If the act be 
expressly prohibited by statute, it must, I apprehend, be 
illegal and void.” And Enxsxrme, J., while itting that 
the tenant had no remedy in trespass, held that ee 
could be given for personal injury. Oorrman, J., on the 
other hand, maintained that the possession, if lawful at all, 
was, for the purpose of a civil action, lawful altogether: 
‘For the preservation of the peace the law will punish for the 
forcible entry ; but the tenant at sufferance, being himself a 
wrongdoer, ought not to be heard to complain in a civil action 
for that which is the result of his own misconduct and injustice. 
. . + Iam of opinion that, although the defendant, if guilty 
of a forcible ae ible t in the way on a 

rosecution, yet that, as against the plai who are wrong- 
oers and altogether without title, to Nas obtalasd by his entry 
a lawful han, aa Sale ee ee 
ing them in like manner as in the case of any other trespasser.” 
At the third trial, which took place at York Satoh Georean J., 


in 1840, the jury found that there had been a forcible entry, and 
the plaintiffs obtained a verdict for forty shi In a con- 
cluding article we shall consider the cases subsequent to this 













822 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


. 











REVIEWS. 
BOOKS RECEIVED. 


Forms of Judgments and Orders in the High Court of Justice and 
Court of Appeal, having especial reference to the Chancery Division. 
With Practical Notes. By the late Hon. Sir H. W. Seton. Fifth 


Edition. By Crcm C. M. DALE, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, and W. 
CLowEs, Esq., a Registrar of the Supreme Court. Vol. III. Stevens 
& Sons (Limited). 

The Acts relating to the Tax on Inhabited Dwelling-houses. With 
References to the Decisions on the Subject. By STEPHEN DOWELL, 
M.A., Assistant Solicitor of Inland Revenue. Butterworths. 

CORRESPONDENCE. 


LIFTS AT THE ROYAL COURTS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—I was glad to see the suggestion of your correspondent last 
week that a lift should be constructed for the convenience of persons 
having business on the upper floors of the Royai Courts building. I 
may add that from the point of view of the officials such a con- 
venience would be greatly appreciated. 

As your correspondent points out, there is ample room for a lift at 
the part of the building adjoining the Bell-yard entrance; and it 
may be added that the space available is more than sufficient for two 
lifts, which could be kept continually moving up and down. The 
saving of time and of labour effected by these lifts would be 
enormous. I hope that steps will be taken to bring pressure to bear 
on the Board of Works for the carrying out of this most necessary 
improvement. In any application to them it should be pointed out 
that no constructive alterations in the building will be necessary ; all 
we is required is the machinery. An OFFICIAL. 

t. 19. 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 
HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Michaelmas Sittings, 1893. 
Notices RELATING To THE CHANCERY CAUSE List. 


Motions, petitions, and short causes will be taken on the usual days 
stated in the Michaelmas Sittings Paper, with the following exceptions, 
viz. :— 

Mr. Justice Chitty—In consequence of Mr. Justice Chitty sitting for 
the disposal of his lordship’s own witness list from Tuesday, November 
28, until Saturday, December 9 (inclusive), his lordship’s motions and 
a petitions during that time will be taken by Mr. Justice 
North—that is to say, motions on Thursday, November 30, and 
Thursday, December 7 ; unopposed petitions on Saturday, December 2, 
and Saturday, December 9. 

Mr. Justice North will not take witness actions during the present 
sittings, but will proceed continuously with his lordship’s non-witness 
list, including further considerations, adjourned summonses, and causes 
without witnesses. 

Mr. Justice Stirling—In consequence of Mr. Justice Stirling sitting 
for the disposal of his lordship’s own witness list, from Tuesday, 
October 31, until Saturday, November 11 (inclusive), his lordship’s 
motions and unopposed petitions during that time will be taken by Mr. 
Justice Kekewich—that is to say, motions on Thursday, November 2, 
and Thursday, November 9 ; unopposed petitions on Saturday, Novem- 
ber 4, and Saturday, November 11. 

Mr. Justice Kekewich—In consequence’ of Mr. Justice Kekewich 
sitting for the disposal of his lordship’s own witness list from 
Tuesday, November 14, until Saturday, November 25 (inclusive), 
his hip’s motions and unopposed petitions during that time will be 
taken by Mr. Justice Stirling—that is to say, motions on Thursday, 
November 16, and Thursday, November 23; unopposed petitions on 
Saturday, November 18, and Saturday, November 25. 

Mr. Justice Kekewich—Subject to the special arrangement for the 

i of witness actions, the order of business in Mr. Justice Keke- 

ich’s court will be as detailed on the sittings paper. If the state of 
the non-witness list permits the witness list being taken at any time 
before Tuesday, November 14, or after Saturday, November 25, due 
notice will be given on the daily cause list. 

Mr. Justice Romer will take witness actions every day in the order 
as they stand in his lordship’s cause book. 


Summonses before the judge in chambers.—Jastices Chitty, North, 
Stirling, and Kekewich will sit in court the whole day on every” 
Monday during the sittings to hear chamber summonses. . 
Summonses adjourned into court will be taken (subject to the witnes; 
list) as follows :—Mr. Justice Chitty, with non-witness actions, ex 
— summonses, which (if any) are taken every Saturday * 
ustice Stirling, with non-witness actions. Mr. Justice North, op 
Fridays and Saturdays. Mr. Justice Kekewich on Fridays and Satur. 
days, and also on other days as the judges may direct. 


SrectaL NoTicE WITH REFERENCE TO THE CHANCERY WItTSEsS Lista 


During the Michaelmas sittings the judges will sit for the disposal of 
their own witness lists as follows :— 

Mr. Justice Stirling will begin on Tuesday, 31st October, and sit con- 
tinuously (Monday, the 6th November excepted) until Saturday, the 
11th November. 

Mr. Justice Kekewich will begin on Tuesday, the 14th November, 
and sit continuously (Monday, 20th November excepted) until Saturday, 
the 25th November. 

Similarly, Mr. Justice Chitty will take his witness list for the ensuing 
fortnight, ending Saturday, the 9th December. 

Daring the fortnight when a judge is engaged on his witness list, 
motions in causes or matters pias to him (including exparte motions, 
but not including motions relating to the postponement of the trial or 
hearing of any cause or matter in his lordship’s list), and also unopposed 
= assigned to him, will be heard by one of his colleagues as 
follows :— 

Those assigned to Mr. Justice Stirling will be heard by Mr. Justice 
Kekewich. 

‘ a assigned to Mr. Justice Kekewich will be heard by Mr. Justica 
tirling. 

. = assigned to Mr. Justice Chitty will be heard by Mr. Justice 
North. 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Before the Vacation Judge. 
Re MARTIN, WALLIS, & CO. (LIM.)—18th October. 


CompaNy—Winpinc up—Psgrition—Disrutep Dest—DiIsMissal or 
PrrirTion. 


This was a petition presented by a person who claimed to be a creditor 
for £8,700, praying that the above-named company might be wound 
up. The company was incorporated on the 21st of August, 1890, with 
a capital of £20,000, and its objects were to take over the busines 
of tea dealers then carried on by one George Barton under the style of 
Martin, Wallis, & Co. The petitioner claimed that the £8,700 was 
advanced by him to the company in two sums—viz., £5,700 in August, 
1892, and £3,000 in December, 1892. In opposition to the petition an 
affidavit was read made by the secretary of the company, in which it was 
stated that the moneys alleged to have been advanced by the petitioner t 
the company were advanced for the purpose of being used in speculative 
dealings on the London Stock Exchange, some of which were carried on 
in the name of the company and some in the name of Mr. Barton, one of 
the directors of the company, with the knowledge and privity and at the 
instance of the petitioner, who participated in the profits thereof so long 
as they were successful. On the 25th and 29th of September, 1892, the 
petitioner wrote letters to Mr. Barton, extracts from which were as fole 
lows :—‘‘ If you know of any real good thing and are certain of a 
hand I can find £7,000 to £8,000 on short notice for a smart deal. I 
afford to lose the capital sum I have named or ite yearly produce even for 
a time, but perhaps you intend to dabble continually with the capital a 
you already play with the other money you hold of mine.” The 
tioner said he substantially relied on the advance of £5,700 and not om 
the £3,000, and that the £5,700 was applied to the purposes of the coms 
pany. The letter of the 29th of September referred to a sum of 
which no doubt was used for speculative purposes; but it had no e 
to do with the £5,700. The £5,700 was entered in the loan 
but not the money advanced for speculative purposes. [Kennepy, J.— 
If I find the different sums so mixed up, as they seem to be hers, 
how can I upon petition untie the £5,700 from the others and say it # 
a valid debt? The debt is in dispute, and the company is not shews 
to be insolvent ; ought I to make an order to wind up the company? My 
present impression is that I ought to let it stand over.) In opposition @ 
the petition it was further said that not a single person other than the 
petitioner appeared to support the pation. he demand for the dete 
was only e on the day on which t tion was presented, and there — 
fore the petition should be dismissed with costs. If it stood over till te 

titioner took such action as he ht to, it would ruin the compamy.” 

o present a petition to the court under such circumstances as these Wat” 
a cruel use of the process of the court, and it was still more cruel to use 
during the Long Vacation. ‘To entitle a person to present a petition the 
statutory requirements as to evidence of insolvency must be comp 





Mr. Justice Wright (sitting as an additional judge of the Chancery 
Division) will dispose of any remaining transferred Chancery actions at 


standing over generally on application to his lordship in court | one of 


to fix a day for 


| which is practically indisputable? secondly, is the company insolvent? 


ie ae 

There was no such evidence here as was required by the statute. Re Gam | 
Hill Co, (31 W. R. 853, 23 Ch. D. 210) was cited. 

Kennepy, J., the petition, and said: I think this applicat 

considerable difficulty. The two pointe are—first, is there a 4 
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fave, on the whole, come to the conclusion that I ought to dismiss the 
ition. In the first place, I am not satisfied as to the debt. I think it 
js disputable. It is not possible to sever one portion of the items from the 
other. As to insolvency, the allegations rest on the statements of two of 
the directors. I think it is a disputable claim, properly and bond fide 
disputed, and that the company is not shewn to be insolvent. At the 
same time, I think the company might have brought the facts more clearly 
before me. I shall dismiss the petition, without costs.—Counss., Marten, 
Q.C., and Loehnis; Oswald, Q.C., and E. Bray. Sorsicrrons, Roweliffes, 
Rawle, § Co. ; Harper § Baticock. 
[Reported by V. pe 8. Fowxe, Barrister-at-Law.]} 


Re JAMES VALLENTINE & CO. (LIM.)—18th October. 


CompaNy-—Winpinc vrp—Pertrtion—Disrvte as TO Portion or Dent— 
Sratutory Inso.vency. 


This was a petition, presented by a shareholder, creditor, and director of 
the company, for a winding-up order. The company was formed in 1891, 
with a nominal capital of £5.000, for taking over the business of James 
Vallentine, a cycle-maker. The petition alleged that the company was 
insolvent. 

Kennepy, J.—In this case it is practically undisputed that there is a 
debt of some £300 due from the company to the creditor. It is said there 
js a dispute as to the balance. In this case I can come to no other con- 
dusion than that the company is insolvent and unable to pay its debts. 
At the same time, there is a dispute as to a portion of the debt. I shall 
give the company an opportunity of paying the admitted debt; so that 
there will be an order for winding up, but I direct that the order is not to 
be drawn up for three weeks.—Covunsrt, Marten, Q.C., and Loehnis ; 
Owald, Q.C., and £. Bray. Sotcrrors, Roweliffes, Rawle, § Co. ; Harper § 
Battcock. 





[Reported by V. pz 8. Fowxz, Barrister-at-Law. | 





COMPANIES LIMITED BY GUARANTEE. 


A PareR READ AT THE MAncuEsT&R Meetine ny Mr. G. T. Power 
(Lonpon). 


Arrer some preliminary remarks, the writer said : Under the Companies Acts 
you are aware that a company may be registered limited or unlimited, and 
as regards limited companies, that they may be limited in three different 
ways, viz.: (1) by shares, (2) by guarantee and not having a capital divided 
into shares, and (3) by guarantee and having a capital divided into shares. 
The object of my present remarks is specially in reference to the second of 
these three sisters, viz.: Companies limited by guarantee and without any 
nominal capital, the “ Cinderella,” if I may thus term it, of the company 
family, for so it seems to me to have been treated, if not by the profession, 
certainly by the Inland Revenue, as I shall show hereafter. It has gradually 
come to the minds of those who have had considerable experience in com- 
pany business, that this comparatively neglected form of organisation is in 
many cases exceedingly convenient and preferable, as being free from the 
objections and pitfalls which abound in companies limited by shares, 
according to the dezisions given by the courts for the past thirty years. I 
would here state that I have no special observations to make on companies 
limited by guarantee, and having also a share capital of fixed amount in 
sterling. My friend Mr. Lake has recently suggested to me that these also 
have their particular spheres of usefulness, and I look forward to-day to 
hear his experiences ; but, unless formed on special lines, which he has no 
doubt well considered and provided for, it appears to me they offer no 
advantages beyond those limited by a share capital only, and, unless so safe- 
guarded, they are certainly open to all the objections of the latter. Let me 
here remind you of the two special features in a company limited by 
guarantee alone, as distinguished from one limited by shares, The first is 
the guarantee expressed by the resolution in the last paragraph of the 
memorandum, and by which each member of the company agrees, in the 
event of a winding-up, to contribute to the company a certain fixed amount, 
and so that he is liable for nothing more, whatever his interest may be in the 
undertaking. The other is that the shares of the members, or proportions 
of their interests are of no nominal value in sterling; they may one- 
thousandth or fifty-five ten-thousandths, or any other fraction of the whole. 
Thus the company takes over from the vendor or promoter the commodity, 
whether it’ be an established concern of known value, and yielding a 
tolerably sure return, or whether it be a concession or mining claim of the 
most speculative and uncertain value, in the same way as you and I would 
sella share in our business. We take ina partner who is to have a one- 
third or one-fourth share, without any fixed nominal amount of what that 
share is worth. It may turn out to be worth £500 or £1,000 a year for a 


long time afterwards, but we never stamp that one-third or one-fourth share | alone. 


48 80 much in pounds sterling. It is true in such cases we puta price on 
the thing soll, and receive that amount in cash, but this would be 
different in the case of a guarantee company; and here comes in 
the first advantage between it and a share company. We know 
the chief inducements in the minds of promoters in getting up bubble 
companies is the chance they secure of hauling in a large cash profit 
almost immediately after the launching of the company, wholly re 

its subsequent career ; but in a company limited by guarantee, this would 
seldom happen, for the very good reason that it would have no capital where- 
with to pay in cash. Neither is it at all likely that the vendor or promoter 
would succeed in obtaining any cash on debentures, for who would subscribe 
for them for such a purpose immediately after the incorporation of a company 
Which has no uncalled capital? Again, take the case of an honest vendor 


done well for many past years. How frequently has it occurred, that in 
consequence of bad management of or some other unforeseen cir- 
cumstances of which the vendor was in no wa ible, tho undertaking 
roved a failure. The vendor is then by taped shareholders 
or misfeasance, and all sorts of questions are raised him and the 
directors for saddling the company with an extravagant in. Also that 
the shares were not a fair equivalent for the cash, with the consequent peril 
to the holder of paying up calls on such shares, notwi an agree- 
ment was duly regi . All these and other contingent ties and 
troubles present themselves to the vendor or promoter for a long time after 
the incorporation of the company, but disappear in toto with a company 
limited by guarantee, because there is no contract for sale and no price 
expressed in money. In a company limited by guarantee alone, the enter- 
prise is taken up among its members for shares of no fixed amount in sterling, 
and in the same manner as is done by individuals in private partnerships, 
thereby combining the facilities of a partnership with the exem and 
security of a company under the Companies Acts. It follows that directors 
of such a company can serve without danger from the aspersions so often 
thrown upon them in companies formed on another basis; their character 
for independent opinion cannot be assailed, nor can they be accused of undue 
ae may A tothe vendors. This is a most important point to bear in mind, 
ving regard to the recent Directors’ Liability Act. in, the members 
of a company limited by guarantee, cannot be involved in any trouble in 
reference to that much vexed question of shares issued at a discount, includ- 
ing the payment of brokerage, which, as you are aware, is in the same cate- 
gory. A guarantee company may issue its shares of no nominal amount in 
sterling, on the best terms it can obtain, and Section 25 of the Companies 
Act of 1867 has no application whatever. Another advan occurs with a 
guarantee company. If outside capital is required, and it is found convenient 
to issue debentures, there can be no objection, if it facilitates the operation, 
to give the person finding the cash secured by the debentures, a bonus in the 
shape of a certain proportion of the whole undertaking, represented by so 
many shares. This, it is needless to add, could not be done in a wy 
limited by shares, except by a circuitous course nearly always open to objec- 
tion, and never, perhaps, entirely free from future risk. Once more, in a 
company limited by guarantee, the awkward questions are avoided which 
have so often arisen as to distribution of profits, and whether or not in such 
distribution the capital has been illegally reduced. We know how long, 
wearisome, and expensive the process of reduction of capital is, ending, if 
and when allowed & the court, by the addition to the name of the company, 
of the words “and reduced ” to the other appendix “ limited.” In acompary 
by guarantee alone, this all vanishes; for such a company has no nominal 
capital to be reduced. There is still to be mentioned what some may consider 
a very great advantage in companies limited by guarantee alone, and that is 
the exemption from the ad valorem government duty, —_— on a company 
limited by shares. Whatever this may be worth, I think that the other 
advantages I have referred to considerably outweigh this money question ; 
and if, in the near future, a duty has to be paid somewhat analogous to that 
now paid on a share company’s nominal capital, I still think that a company 
limited by guarantee alone, deserves our full attention. ‘yeh Z 
This leads me to the second of my subject—viz., the objections which 
have been raised to companies limited by guarantee, and without any fixed 
capital in sterling. You are aware that the source of these is the office of In- 
land Revenue, p by the table of fees scheduled to the Act, take a much 
smaller amount in duty stamps as compared with the ad valorem duty which 
other companies pay. ‘The Inland Revenue contend (1) that the Legislature 


did not contemplate the registration of industrial companies when the Act of 
1862 was , and (2) that the Act itself does not shew it was intended for 


any such application. Now as to the first objection. I find the following wo 
in Section 6 of Part 1, applying to companies of all denominations, ted 
and unlimited, and which are comprised “ah of the ooh of the a : 
That ‘‘ any seven or more associated for any purpose may, by 

: Pane association and otherwise com- 


subscribing their names to a es of en : com. 
lying with the requisitions o ct in res of registration, form an 
com ted pare y with or without limited liability.” Again in Part VIL, 


Sections 179 to 181 inclusive, the widest latitude is given to the registration 
of companies under this Act, and so that practically all companies are 
included, except the particular specified exceptions, none of which can be 
said to include a company limited by guarantee. On the contrary, in case 
there should be any possible mistake in reference to the special jurisdiction 
of the Stannaries District in Cornwall, express authority is given by Section 
180 to include companies there ing mines. These, as you know, are on 
the cost-book principle, with shares of no nominal amount. No mistake can 
occur here, for Section 180 expressly of its applying to an unlimited 
company, a company limited by hares, or @ comp limited by guarantee. 
So taking these particular sections in Part I. and Part VII. separately or 
together, I venture to say, if words mean anything, these sections so referred 
to must include any ordinary industrial undertaking limited by guarantee 
. Apart, however, from this, “a it was necessary to 
strengthen the view which I take, there is doubt that, for some time 
before this Act of 1862 was there was an evident want of extended 
rovisions for limited liability. This is shown in Messrs. Palmer and 
awkesley’s aes oo who remind us that the ye Act of 1862 was 
drawn by Mr. (afterwards Lord) Thring, 
extracts from 


and in a joint-stock company this i 
srieholdex shall be liable teyead the amount of calls unpaid on the shares 





held by him. By al the measure of liability, it would seem that the 

prvitoge of limited lia be extended to companies oh wen 
organised, without any principle which led the Leg 

to sanction the adoption by of limited liability. Accordingly, ia 





Who selly to a company for cash and shares some trading concern which has 
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the Act of 1862 two modes of forming limited liability are proposed. 
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first follows the model of the Act of 1856, and limits the liability of the 

members to the calls unpaid on their shares; the second limits the liability 

of the members to such amount as the members may undertake by memo- 

- randum of association to contribute to the assets of the company in the 
event of its being would up, Of these companies the first is called ‘a com- 

pany limited by shares,”’ and is identical with the limited company of the 

Act of 1856 ; the second is called a company limited by guarantee, and from 

its greater flexibility of form admits of any possible internal organisation that 

can be devised by a company. The security of the creditor is equally provided 

for in each class of company. Ina company limited by shares the creditor 

looks to the value of the shares and to the amount of unpaid calls. I£ the 

calls are paid up the obligation of the shareholders has ceased, and the 

creditors can only rely on the actual property possessed by the company. 

In a company limited by guarantee the creditor will have a right against 

any member of the company to the extent of his engagement, as defined by 

the memorandum of association, whatever may be the nature of the company, 

whether joint-stock or otherwise. If the engagement binds the members to 

pay a very small amount, the company will, of course, fail in getting credit; 

on the other hand, if the engagement be to pay a considerable amount, and 

the members of the company be reputed men of substance, the creditor will 

have a more certain security to rely on than he can possibly have in the 

best conducted company limited by shares.” (Vide Thring on ‘ Joint 

Stock Companies,” by Rendel, 5th edition, pp. 16 and 17.) After these ex- 

tracts from Lord Thring’s book, and the wording of the sections referred to, 

it surely cannot be reasonably contended that the Legislature never con- 

templated that companies limited by guarantee were not to have the same 

scope as companies limited by shares; but now let us look a little further 

into the Act itself. Section 7 states how the limit of liability is to be 

ascertained, viz.: (1) in the case of a company limited by shares, by the 

amount unpaid on the shares, and (2) in the case of a company limited by 

guarantee, by the amount for which each member agrees to be responsible 

in the event of a winding-up. Section 8 states what the memorandum of 

association is to contain in a company limited by shares, and Section 9 in the 

same way explains certain requisites in the memorandum of a company 

limited by guarantee. Section 10 deals with the memorandum of an un- 

limited company ; Section 11 shows the amount of stamp to be affixed to the 

memorandum of any company; Section 12 gives the power to companies 

limited by shares under certain circumstances to alter their memorandum ; 

and Section 13 power to any company to change its name under specified 

conditions. Section 14 makes express stipulations as to the articles of a 
company, distinguishing specially between companies limited by shares 
and those limited by guurantee, and again, those companies which 
are unlimited; Section 15 shows where Table A applies, and Section 
16 the regulations as to stamp on the articles, and the mode of 

signing them, Sections 17, 18, and 19 are general provisions apply- 

ing to companies limited by shares or guarantee, and also unlimited, 
in reference to registration and fees payable thereon. Then look 
at the schedules of the Act. The First Schedule is Table A, so well known 
as the form of regulations applying to a company limited by shares, except 
and so far as other regulations are adopted. Table B to the First Schedule 
specifies the fees payable on registration by a company divided into shares, 
and which are in proportion to the nominal capital; Table C the fees pay- 
able by a company not having a capital divided into shares, and which are 
in proportion to the number of members. The Second Schedule consists of 
various forms of memorandum and articles of a company, commencing with 
Form A, being a form of memorandum and articles of a company limited by 
Form B is a form of memorandum and articles of a company limited 

by guarantee, and not having a capital divided into shares ; and here please to 
observe that the Twelfth Clause of this form of articles makes special pro- 
visions for business at meetings when a dividend is declared. Form C isa 
form of memorandum and articles of a company limited by guarantee and 
having a capital divided into shares. I have referred to these various 
sections in Part I., and the schedules to which it refers, somewhat in detail, 
to show how carefully they have been drawn, in order that there might be no 
misunderstanding as to what should apply to companies limited by shares or 
by tee, or both, and that in any or all cases companies may be so 
formed “for any lawful purpose,” and I submit that the references I have 
given to the wording of the Act, and the book written by its draftsman, 
make it abundantly clear that every detail as to the registering and working 
of both kinds of company were fully. considered and provided for at the time 
the Act was passed. Last year the Beira Railway Company was registered 
as a company limited by guarantee, and not having a capital divided into 
shares, i.¢., shares of a certain amount fixed in sterling. The chief object of 
the company was to work a concession, and construct a railway in South 
Africa. The memorandum and articles were much in the usual form of a 
company limited by shares, except for the alterations necessary between such 
a company and one limited by guarantee only, and accordingly the articles 
provided that in order to determine the proportion in which the members for 
the time being were interested in the company, the company should be 
divided into 600,000 shares, and the members should be deemed to be inter- 
ested in the company in proportion to the number of such shares for the time 
being registered in their respective names; and so the whole of these 600,000 
shares were appropriated to the seven signatories of the memorandum and 
articles in various proportions —the memorandum in its concluding paragraph 
providing that each member of the company should, in the event of the 
winding-up of the company, and during the time that he was a member of the 
company, or within one year afterwards, be liable to the extent of £1 only. 
Provision was also made in the articles for increasing the number of 
shares by special resolution, and for transfer of shares amongst members. 
This Beira way Company is a good model of the kind of company I have 
desired to bring before your notice. No money was wanted for capital, 
and, therefore, no such capital was provided; the concessionaires, or those 
holding the various chares specified in the articles, doubtless trusted to the 
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ultimate success of the enterprise without any special facilities for selling ~ 
their shares on the socalled bringing out of the company. What the ~ 
company required in cash for the working of the concession, in constructing” 
the railway, &c., was offered to the public in a debenture prospectus sooq 
after its incorporation. This instance of successful registration of such 
company was, I believe, the last one. The Inland Revenue doubtless thought 
they had lost an ad valorem duty on what should have been a capital in stirling ~ 
of, say, £600,000, and further registration of companies formed on the aboyg 
lines has been refused. It seems to me that the Inland Revenue were ing 
difficult position to justify the course thus taken, and, for want of something 
better, were driven to found their objection on the word “shares,” contending 
that the Companies Act of 1862 was never intended to make provision for 
shares of no nominal amount in companies limited by guarantee only, and 
that this and the other Companies Acts, always contemplated shares of certain 
fixed value, from the common share of £1 and upwards. But how cang 
guarantee company with no nominal ao (and which it cannot be denied 
was expressly provided for by the Act of 1862) speak or deal with such shares 
as it does not possess, and how otherwise is it to make provision for 
the distribution of its members’ interests, than by speaking of them 
as shares or fractional parts of the whole? If the word “shares” 
is objectionable, let us use some other term to designate what we 
mean, even though it may be thereby necessary to use five words 
instead of one, as when I just said “fractional parts of the whole,” _ 
The above seems a very worthless argument, especially when the Act 
of 1862, in the Second Schedule, Form B being for articles of associa. 
tion for a guarantee company, and no capital divided into shares, provides 
expressly in Clause 12 for declaration of dividends among its members at the 
general meetings. How are such dividends to be divided among the 
members, except in proportion to their respective interests or shares? And if 
this latter word is the best and proper one, why should it not be used in 
articles of guarantee companies, though differing in its signification from 
that which it means in other places? The only suggestion which I can now 
give, to meet such frivolous objections on the registration of these com- 
panies, is the plan which some friends of mine have recently adopted, and 
that is, to register a form of memorandum and articles with no mention of 
the offending word “ shares.’’ Then, after the company is incorporated, call 
the usual meetings for passing and confirming a special resolution by which 
the articles of the company are altered to correspond with those of the Beira 
Railway Company, Limited. After the special resolution has been duly 
passed and confirmed, a printed copy should be forwarded to the Registrar of 
Joint-Stock Companies for registration. Those who follow this suggestion, 
will doubtless be treated in the same way as my friends. The special 
resolution was returned to them by the Inland Revenue authorities, though 
not in their case till after they had taken the fee of 5s. and | a the resolution 
on the file, I leave my audience to judge of the wisdom of such a course of 
proceeding on the part of the Inland Revenue officials. No doubt in the 
future they will be more careful, and accept neither the fee nor the 
document ; but this, I venture to suggest, is immaterial, as the company will 
have complied with the requirements of the Act when they can prove that 
such og resolution was duly printed and forwarded to the Registrar of 
Joint-Stock Companies, to be recorded by him in the terms of the 53rd Sec- 
tion. I submit that no valid legal objection can be made to the course thus 
taken, The articles or regulations of a company are to contain what the 
subscribers to the memorandum deem expedient, and unless it is to be ce 
posed that the original seven subscribers are always to exist, and to 
equally interested, the regulations of the company should certainly provide 
for the division of the interests of the members into fractions or shares, and 
the transmission of such interests; and as this is entirely a matter to be 
settled by them only, the Inland Revenue can have no right to object to” 
such alterations or additions to the articles on this account. It is much to 
be regretted that the Inland Revenue should render such expedients neceeea 
If, as I have no doubt is the case, they think, on registration being 

easy for guarantee companies, the number of them would greatly increase, 
and the number of share companies lessen in proportion, and consequently 
that the aggregate registration duties would considerably diminish is 
amount, it would be much worthier of their high position to say so openly 
and at once, and obtain a short Act for payment of such further duties ag 
would in their opinion prevent the loss, rather than resort to vexatious 
excuses which have no intelligible foundation, The Inland Revenue have,” 
however, no cause of complaint; they have received enormous sums sines 
1862 on these ad valorem duties which share companies pay, and this class of _ 
company must continue to form the great majority of company undertakings 
in the future, because it is essential in most cases to have a large share capital. 
If, however, the Government think it really advisable to try and increase — 
the duties receivable on guarantee companies by a new Act, they will, 1 
believe, meet with disappointment and loss, for doubtless it will prevent 
many such companies being registered at all, and others will be forced out” 
of the country and seek incorporation in foreign countries like South Africa, 
The Inland Revenue will be wiser, and do far better in its own interests, to 
be content with the present scale of fees for registering guarantee com> | 
panies, and to set off the substantial, though comparatively moderate, gait 
on these by the very great gain on the ad valorem duties paid on Es 
companies, whilst by such a course they retain both customers; and they — 
should at once remove the present block, and give the proper facilities for — 
registering, otherwise the time must soon come when there will be m0 
alternative but to take the necessary proceedings by mandamus. I would © 
conclude this paper by an appeal to the profession to give a full and careful ~ 
consideration to this important subject. I think we shall benefit our cliente 
interests by so doing, and be increasingly convinced that companies li S 
by guarantee are worthy of attention adoption even in many cases where | 
similar companies are now organised by a capital limited by shares. Itz 
be said that only the shares of the latter are marketable. I venture to di 
in this, or at any rate to say that the difficulty would be only temporary, 
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Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Graham was admitted in May, 1886, after 


The Suez Canal Company possess many thousands of founders’ shares of no 

nominal amount. I understand there is no wey 4 in selling them on that | passing the Final Examination with honours. 

gocount. Other instances might also be given. If the investing public know | ye Henuerr Epward Gauvrrrru, solicitor, 1, Gray’s-inn-place, W.C., 
Sate company is thoroughly tent ads and under yest ent, and bas | hes been appointed a for’ Oaths. He has also been 
paid, or is likely to pay, good dividends on a certain sum of money which appointed a Cocnnatahbones for the Supreme Court of to tak 
will be the market value of its shares, such shares will be saleable quite as and Affidavits and to exariine wi Mee: wae adenitied 


freely as if they had a fixed nomioal value in sterling. I regret that I have 
been unable to make this paper shorter and lighter, and I thank you for your 

jent attention to my remarks and for not presenting a petition to our 
worthy President to wind me up beforehand, for I am afraid in the time I 
have consumed I am liable under my limited Magee but there I am glad 
my liability ends, for, as I intimated previously, I have left to Mr. Lake the 

ivilege and responsibility of finding any additional capital this meeting 
may refuse in pounds sterling. 





LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETIES. 


Law Srupents’ Desativc Socrery.—Oct. 17.—The subject for debate 
was: ‘‘ That the House of Lords, as at present constituted, is an 
anachronism.’’ Mr. Herbert Smith opened in the affirmative, and Mr. 
W. R. Kinipple aon in the negative. The following members also 
spoke : Messrs. J. D. Cranfield, Armstrong, Arthur Smith, Nimmo, Lay, 
Alder, Henderson, Duveen. Mr. Herbert Smith having replied,: the 
motion was lost by six. The next meeting will be held on the 24th of 
October. 








LEGAL NEWS. 
APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Horace Ratrn Burcu, solicitor, Palace Gate, Exeter, has been 
appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Burch was admitted in 
August, 1884. : 

Mr. Atsert Attan Hors, solicitor, Southampton-row, High Holborn, 
W.C., has been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Hope was 
admitted in February, 1886. 

Mr. Wriu1am Irons, solicitor, Sheffield, has been —— a Commis- 
sioner for Oaths. Mr. Irons was admitted in May, 1887, after passing the 
Final Examination with honours. 

Mr. Writ1aM Brownscrt Jvusy, solicitor, Beeston, Nottinghamshire, has 
been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Juby was admitted in 
December, 1886. 

Mr. Joun Epwin Lister, solicitor, Keighley, has been appointed a 
Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Lister was admitted in February, 1887. 

Mr. Francis Cuvrcnmi, Mantey, solicitor, Hull, has been appointed a 
Commissioner for Oath. Mr. Manley was admitted in December, 1886. 

Mr. Ciirvorp Donatp Ming, solicitor, Manchester, has been appointed 
a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Milne was admitted in January, 1887. 

Mr. Arruur ALExanpER Nowett, solicitor, 27, Chancery-lane, W.C., 
has been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Nowell was admitted 
in November, 1886. 

Mr. Hucu Witson Paron, solicitor, Swansea, has been appointed a 
Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Paton was admitted in February, 1884. 

Mr. Atyrrep Henry Prarpornt, solicitor, 30, Craven-street, Strand, 
W.C., has been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Pearpoint was 
admitted in December, 1882. 

Mr. Henry Currpen Psrsnover, solicitor, Bristol, has been appointed a 
Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Pershouse was admitted in June, 1886. 

Mr. Srzruxn Rows, solicitor, 8, Bucklersbury, E.C., has been eo 
a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr.'Rowe was admitted in April, 1886. 

Mr. Joun Ganrret SHEarman, golicitor, 38, Gresham-street, E.C., has 
been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr, Shearman was admitted 
in Michaelmas, 1866. 

Mr. Geonce Sruarnt Susrrtoton, M.A., LL.B. Oamb., solicitor, 31, 
Bedford-row, W.C., has been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. 
Sherrington was admitted in December, 1886. 

Mr. Henry ALpemane Swerstons, solicitor, 24, Basinghall-street, E.C. 
has been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Swepstone was ad- 
mitted in November, 1881. 

Mr. Wriu1am Vazre Lancpate Simons, solicitor, Merthyr Tydfil, has 
been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Simons was admitted in 
August, 1883. 

Mr. Gzorcre Hamitton Urry, solicitor, Bolton, hae been *P. inted a 
Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Urry was admitted in January, a6. 

Mr. Joun Lawrence Wurraxer, solicitor, Haslingden, has been 

1 a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Whitaker was admitted in 
y, 1887. 


Mr. Oxnartes James Gross, solicitor, Bury St. Edmunds, 
4 a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Gross was admitted 


Mr. James Newron Guanam, solicitor, Tynemouth, has been appointed a 


has been 
in March 


’ 


in June, 1885. 


GENERAL. 


Sir Richard Webster, Q.C., M.P., arrived at Southampton on Wednes- 
day from New York in the American liner New York. 


Mr. Justice Kennedy’s address for the remainder of the Vacation will be 
as follows—24, pg a ype Hyde-park, W., at which address’all 
applications when his lo ip is not sitting in court or chambers should 
be addressed to him. 

Mr, Inderwick, Q.C., was on Tuesday presented with the freedom of 
Rye. The presentation of the freedom was made at a of the 
town coun 5 


in the very court over which he presides. 
to the Jug de Paix, of comaty Jes , of Commentry, near Mon 
lugon. e judge, M. Bouchard, had a with his baker abou: 
account, and the baker took out a persue Ae ae him. 

came on for hearing M. Bouchard stepped the 

substitute to decide it. The substitute did so, and the result 
judge was ordered to pay the amount in dispute, together 
of the proceedings. 

The Times says that during the Long Vacation some al! 
been carried out in Probate Court No. 2. The jury-box has 
forward about two feet, and an witness-box has con- 
structed similar to that in Probate Court No.1. These hav 
been effected in order that the judge and j may better hear 
observe the various witnesses while under e . Several altera- 
tions have also been made with regard to the heating and ventilation of 
the courts, and new and improved machinery has been substituted for that 
hitherto in use, whereby it is anticipated that a considerable improvement 
in the atmosphere of the courts result. 
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COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE, 
Rota ov Reorstrars 1x ATTENDANCE On 








Date Appgat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
4 No. 2. Carry. Norra. 
Tuesday, Oct. ..........00000-+. 24 Mr. Godfrey Mr. Farmer Mr. Lavie 
Wednesiay . 25 Leach Rolt Carrington 
Godfrey Farmer Lavie 
i ae Leach Rolt, Carrington 
Ba’ Oe ssedeatncesvenesntinnel 28 Godfrey Farmer Lavie 
x Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Kexewion. Romer. 
Mr. Pemberton Mr. Clowes 
Ward Jackson 
Pemberton Clowes 
Ward Jackson 
Pemberton Clowes 





COURT OF APPEAL. 
MICHAELMAS SITTINGS, 1893. 
APPEALS, 

FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION. 
For Judgment. 

Bailey v Barnes appl of pltff from inde of Mr Justice Stirling, dated 
May 16,on motion of A P Lilley deviaring respt absolutely entitled 
free from mortgage (c.a.v. August 8—present Lords Justices Lindley, 
Lopes, and A L Smith) 


FROM THE CHANCERY AND DIVORCE DIVISIONS. 





For Hearing. 
(Final List.) 
1893. 
i v Watkins of deft from j of Mr Justice Romer, dated 
oan 22,4 Y 1 tptea pe age ce ogg dh 
Divorce Robt Bui , petnr, v Emma Butler, (the Queen's Proctor 
showing cause) appl of petnr from judgt of the t, dated May 380, 
rescinding decree nisl and diamissing potn for divoroe June 21 
In re Wm P Freme, dec Freme v eup! at JR an 
infant, by his guardian ad lit, from judgt of Mr J North, dated 
June 5, 1891, aaa - 
ment of incumbrances July 4 
ia = dee Se Barker v Arnold (constrnction) appl of 
deft, J A ge, from judgt of Mr Justice North, dated June 8, 
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declaring appellant not entitled to payment of legacy out of testatrix’s 
estate July 11 

Wilkins, on behalf, &c, v The Architectural Pottery Co ld and ors appl 
of pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated June 24, dismissing 
action against deft co on motion in default of appearance and on 
oe cause of action certified by counsel July 12 

Shiel v Godfrey appl of deft C E Godfrey from judgt of Mr Justice 
Kekewich dated June 21 (on motion treated as trial), restraining 
obstruction of ancient lights at Southampton July 14 

In re Walter Bridger dec The President &c of Consumption Hospital v 
Lewis appl of Elizth Williams spinster from judgt of Mr Justice North 
— Nov 1, 1892, declaring pltffs entitled to whole of residuary estate 

uly 26 

In re The Swedish and Norweigian Railway Car Trust Co ld and Co’s Acts 
(J T Jarvis's case) appl of J T Jarvis from judgt of Mr Justice Stirling 
dated July 5, refusing to remove name from list of contributories 
July 26 

‘onus v Green appl of pltff Alice Selwyn widow from judgt of Mr 
Justice Romer dated July 4, declaring investments of trust moneys not 
a breach of trust July 27 

In re Frances Carige widow dec Head v The United Kingdom Beneficent 
Assoc & ors appl of dfts A Pasley & ors from judgt of Mr Justice 
Kekewich dated March 17, declaring assocn entitled to wholesale 
residuary estate and not furniture only July 28 

Greenwood v Sutcliffe appl of dfts from judgt of Mr Justice Stirling 
dated July 6, allowing certain items for costs and services of pltffs 
summons to vary Chief Clerk's Certificate July 29 

Page v The Midland Railway Co defts and C Mackey & ors 3rd _ parties 
appl of deft co from judgt of Mr Justice Romer, dated july 3, in favor 
of pltffs for one-third of sum mentioned in pleadings with interest and 
costs July 31 

Page v The Midland Railway Co defts and Chas Mackey & ors 3rd 
parties appl of deft co from judgt of Mr. Justice Romer, dated July 5, 
refusing indemnity by 3rd parties against payment to pltffs under 
judgt August 2 

In re Somerset’s Settlement Trusts Somerset v Earl Poulet & ors appl 
of pltff V F J Somerset from judgt of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 
April 12, declaring appellant's life interest subject to indemnity in 

t of defts liability August 1 

Liverpool District Registry Hill v Wallasey Local Board applof defts 
from judgt of Mr Justice Romer, dated July 4, restraining the Local 
Board from disturbing the soil of pltff’s freehold private road 


August 7 
Stogdon v The General Public Works and Assets Co ltd & ors appl of 
deft co from judgt of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated August 2, for fore- 
closure and asking in addition for account under two securities and in 
default of payment dismissal of action August 10 
Bright v Eckersley appl of pltffs E B Bright and F W Englebach from 
judgt of Mr. Justice North, dated Aug 10, 1892, on counter claim and re- 
fusing relief claimed by applnts Aug 10 
In re Wm Webb the elder,dec Lambertv Still appl of pltffs from judgt 
of Mr. Justice Romer, dated Aug 1, for account of testator's estate 
against exors and trustees Aug 12 
In re Thomas Farrer dec (construction of will) Farrer v Farrer appl of 
pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice Chitty dated July 24, declaring devise 
immediate and not in reversion expectant on second marriage 
August 17 
Divorce A W Dunhill ptnr v W H C Dunhill respt and Baroness Jeannie 
Frerichs intervener appl of respt from order of Mr Justice Gorell 
Barnes, dated August 7, upon claim of settlement trustees confirming 
Registrar's Ist report varied by subsequent report as to rights of parties 
to property mentioned in order August 17 
In re Duke of Cleveland’s estate (construction of will) Wolmer v Forester 
appl of Captn A W H Hay (by special leave) from judgt of Mr Justice 
Kekewich dated August 10, 1892, on hearing of summons in absence of 
appellant August 18 
In re The Copiapo Mining Co ld expte Thomas Mashiter appl of Thomas 
Mashiter from judgt of Mr Justice North dated August 1, refusing 
rectification of register by restoring name of appellant August 19 
In re Sheppard’s Corn Malting Co ld and ‘Co’s Acts (expte Lowenfeld) 
appl of Paul Krell from judgt of Mr Justice Vaughan Williams dated 
August 4, declaring that surplus assets do not include uncalled capital 
August 21 
In re Macdonald Sons & Co ld and Co’s Acts (expte Phillips and ors) appl 
of Chief Official Receiver and Liquidator from judgmt of Mr Justice 
Vaughan Williams, dated August 7, directing removal of applicants’ 
names from list of contributories August 26 
Le Pla v Golding appl of plts from judgt of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 
August 3, directing payment by pltffs of costs of action and arbitration 
August 28 
Clifford v Wilmot appl of deft Mary R Wilmot from judgt of Mr Justice 
Stirling, dated August 11, affirming Official Receiver’s report and dis- 
missing motion to proceed with counterclaim September 1 
In re Marquis of Ailesbury’s Settled Estates (Settled Land Acts and V & P 
Act 1874) (construction of settlements) appl of the Marquis of Ailesbury 
from order of Mr Justice Stirling, dated August 1, giving purchaser 
liberty to rescind contract if consent not obtained September 15 
In re Francis Jordan dec Serjeanteon v Stokes appl of defts from judgt 
of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated June 27, confirming report of Official 
Referee after trial of action September 22 
In re Henry Ribbands, dec Antill v Ribbands (partnership administra- 
tion) appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated July 26, 
1893 October 10 


















FROM THE COUNTY PALATINE COURT OF LANCASTER, 
(interlocutory List.) 

In re Peak & Brownlow & ors Settlement Trusts In re Peak’s deed poll 
In re Peak’s will and codicil trusts Masefield v Brownlow appl of Wm 
Mort and wife from order of the Vice-Chancellor, dated August 8, dis. 
missing applnt’s claim and refusing extension of time for affidavits til] 
after issues directed by order of March 27 are tried August 30 

(Final List.) 

In re E Robert dec Bradburn v Platt (construction of will) appl of 
defts Maria Mills and ors from judgt of the Vice-Chancellor, Tated 
June 15,1893 July 27 


FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION. 
(Interlocutory List.) 

Smith v Munro, and In re S E Lambert, a solr appl of S E Lambert from 
order of Mr. Justice Kekewich, dated June 23, directing applnt to pay 
costs of deft Munro July 24 (S O till after return of issue by order of 
Aug 8) 

In reS SSeala solr expte TSCrickett appl of TS Crickett from order 
of Mr Justice Chitty, dated July 27, dismissing summons for review of 
taxation Aug 11 

In re Benjn Piercy, dec Whitwham v Piercy appl of RC Piercy (heir- 
at-law and party attending, &c) from refusal by Mr Justice North dated 
July 31, of liberty to take proceedings relating to immovable property 
in Italy Aug 17 

Lister v Lister (debenture holders’ action) appl of Huddersfield Bank- 
ing Co (mortgagees) from order of Mr Justice Vaughan Williams dated 
Aug 4, dismissing for want of jurisdiction appln for repayment of pro- 
ceeds of fixtures Aug 22 

Smith, Garrett & Co v Swinstead appl of deft from order of Mr Justice 
Kekewich dated Aug 10, restraining erection of wall on pltffs’ premises 
Aug 25 

In re Edmund Clench,dec Draper vClench appl of pltff from order of 
Mr Justice Wright (sitting as vacation judge for Mr Justice North) 
dated Aug 16, directing payment into court of part only of a larger 
amount Sept 1 

The Chelsea Electricity Supply Co, 1d vy The London Electric Supply Cor- 
poration, 1d appl of deft Corporation from order of Mr. Justice 
Wright (sitting as vacation judge for Mr. Justice Stirling), dated Aug 23, 
restraining applnts from laying down mains within statutory area 
except as agreed Sept 8 

N.B.—The above List contains Chancery, Final, and Interlocutory appeals 

set down to Saturday, October 14, inclusive. 





HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Micnaztmas Sittincs, 1893. 

Causes for Trial or Hearing. 
(Set down to Saturday, October 14, inclusive.) 


Before Mr. Justice Currry. Moore v Beal act 
Causes for trial (with witnesses). Brass v Brass act 
Richmond Main Sewerage Board v | Crosley v Temple act 
Dickinson act Salaman v Curtis act 
Evans v Melville (now Lord Leven) | Eisler v Scottish House to House 
act (pending Compromise) Electricity Cold act 
The Solicitors’ Government Stock | Cunnack v Edwards act 
Investment Trust 1d v Rushworth | J Kaye & Sons 1d v Chubb & Sons 
act (transfd from Q B Division) 1d act 
(Security for Costs ordered) Banks v Banks act 
Piechatzek v Morris act Aitken v Paget (2) act 
Williamson v Bingham act and | Brewerv Blackmore act 
m f j (S O till after the trial of | Minehead District Local Board y 
Gregory v Fagg Q B Division) Luttrell act 
Whitten v Priestman act Arbibv Henry act 
Carter’s Medicine Co v Cox act Morris v Andrew act 
Harwood v Chovil act Moncur v Fox act 
Chilworth Gunpowder Co ldv Man- | Ackroyd v Barker motion set 
ts chester Ship Canal Co act down in Witness List by order— 
In re the Salvador Coffee Estates liberty to cross-examine 
Co ld and Co’s Acts expte | Bomert v Fraser act 
Wethered, motion for rectification | Causes for Trial (without witnesses). 
of register, with liberty to cross- | Henry Brooks & Co ld v Henry 
examine and adduce further Spain ex dft adj sumns for com- 
evidence by order mission 





In re Reece, dec, Cosway v Reece In re Contract between A Purssell _ 


actn set down by order and J H Deakin and aur and V & 
In re Cullener, dec, Clarke v Stanley | P Act, 1874 (ex pte Greenwell) 
act | (right to production) adj sumns 
Baring Bros & Co ld v New English | In re S H Withers’ Trusts Lanca- 
Bank of River Plate ld act | ghire vy Withers (construction— 
Morris v Holroyd act | ex pte Beneficiaries) adj sumns 
In re George M Merrikin’s Estate, | Gould v Gould mf j 
Robinson and ors v Newman and | Inre The Reliance Permanent Bene- 
ors Claim of Grave’s Settlt | fit Building Society (expte Official 
Trustees Claim to be treated as | Lignidator) (Preference Share- 
trial of actn with cross exam on | holders) adj sumns 
affidavits by order | In re Wm Sapcote, dec Morrison 
Marcuszen v Upton act | Vv Sapeote (Order 55) (expte 
Simmons ¢ Martin (2) act pitif) adj sumns 


Oct. 21, 1893. q 
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Lady Cardigan v Curzon Howe 
fexpte tenant for life) adj sumns 
for repaymt out of capital 

Christy v Godwin mfj 

In re Wilson, dec Telford v Potts 
m f j & dft’s sumns to vary C C 
Certificate 

In re Chas Chester’s Trusts Chester 
v Chester 1892, C 4169 (ques- 
tionsin administration) adj sums 

In re Chas Chester’s Will In re 
Elizabeth Jones’s Settlement 
Chester v Chester 1892, C 4040 
adj sumns by trustees as to lia- 
bility of estate in respect of settle- 
ment funds 

In re Purssell & Deakin’s Contracts 
and Vendor and Purchaser's Act, 
1874 (ex pte Alfred Purssell) adj 


sums 

In re Elizth Brooke, dec Brooke 
v Brooke (ex pte Infants by next 
friend for detrmn of questions in 
administration) adj sums 

In re F Barford, dec Sear v 
Edwards expte Extrix and 
Trustees adjdsmns 

In re Lydia Brodie’s Estate Hood 
cae Admn expte Exors adj 
sum 

In re Gaskell’s Settled Estates and 
Settled Land Acts, expte Tenant 
for life adjd sumns 

In re H J Oonington, dec 
Conington v Robinson Admn 
expte Exors and Trustee adjd 
sumns 

In re Sir Samuel Bignold’s Estate 
Bignold v Bignold Adm expte 
Exors and Trustees adj sumns 

In re Sir Jas Mathieson’s Estate 
Lady Mary J Mathieson v 
Mathieson Expte Tenant for life 
of Scotch Estates adj sumns 

In re Robert Jones, dec Kelly v 
Williams Admn expte Trustee 
of will adj sumns 

In re Adderley Howard’s Will Trusts 
Howard v Wark Admn expte 
Settlement Trustees adj sumns 

In re Contract for Sale between A 
Sparrow and J W Hall and V & 
P Act, 1874 ex pte purchaser 
objus to title adj sums 

In re The British Union Insurance 
Co and Co’s Acts motion by 
David Oppenheimer to rectify 
register— Fo aced in non-witness 
list by order 

Grove v Rankin (Order 55) account 
ex pte plt adj sums 

In re W G Walmesley’s Will Trusts 
Walmesley v Walmesley residy 
devise and S L Act expte trustees 
for sale adj sums 

In re Contract between Taylor’s 
Trustees, vendors and Taylor 
Brothers & Co, ld purchasers and 
V & P Act, 1874 Ex pte pur- 
chasers adj sums 

In re Edward Barnett’s Will 
Trusts Watson v Elliott (Order 
55) ex pte Trustees adj sums 

In re W W Bagot’s Settlement 
Kittoe v Bagot ex pte Settle- 
ment Trustees adj sums 

In re W W Bagot’s Settiement 

t v Kittoe adjd sumns by 

P tiff Tenant for life to be 
et into possession 

In re F C Bryant, dec Bryant v 
Hickley Expte Infant plt adj 
sums for adm order 

Gilling v Gilbert act 

Tn re Eliza Wilkinson, dec Wilkin- 
son v Bird Expte surviving Exor 
and Trustee of Will adj sums 

Stoddart v Savile 1864s 109 Expte 
Trustees of Wil) adj sums 

In re Chas Doane, dec Doland v 
Symonds Expte plts (benefici- 
aries) j sums 

In re M Lark, dec Prichard v 
Cutler act 





In re Thomas Syer, dec Starling v 
lake, admn Expte Starling 


adj sums 

In re Mary Allen, dec Allen v Allen 
Expte Exors and Trustees adj 
sums 

In re Henry Fox, dec Woodruff v 
pon od plt dispute as to 


In re W Silversides’ Estate Em- 
merson v Silversides (order 55) 
Expte legatee adj sums 
New Zealand Agricultural Co, ld v 
Cousens act (transferred "from 
Q B Division) 

In re Navone, dec Orizone v 

te Loder’s 


Navone act 

Loder v Loder 
Trustees adj sums for directions 

In re Jno Fort’s Trust Salmon v 
Townend expte Trustee of Will 
for account adjd sumns 

In re RH Howard’ s Will Trusts 
10, 11, Victc 96 12, 13, Vict c 
74 Expt Admor adj sumns 

In re Tetley and Booth’s Contract 
and V & P Act, 1874 expte Wm 
Booth Title and release of coven- 
ants adj sumns 

In re Hayes & Pilbrow and Here- 
dits at Hackney Expte London 
School Board adjd sumns of 
Hayes & anr and School Board 

Nicholson v Besley act & m f j 


In re George R Grant a solr Ex pte 
W J B Chetwynd (Bill of Costs) 
adjd sums 


In re Lichtenstein’s Settlement 
Lichtenstein v Finch admn under 
Order 55 adjd sums 

In re Robert Wells, dec Lucey v 
Wells expte trustees and execu- 
tors adjd sums 

In re Sarah Long’s a 
Harrington v Harrington direc- 
tions ne recvr mn d sums 

In re Sarah Lo ttlement In 
re Long’s Se Jochen Ffennell v 
Harrington expte c q t under 
Settlement adjd sums 

Hopkinson v Powis and 5 other 
actions apportionment of rent 
na Ffennell and others adjd 


oy re ‘re Alfred Watson, dec, Brex v¥ 
Brex mfj 

In re Alfred J Arthy,a solr ex pte 
Jane Heneage and another adj 
sums for taxation 

In re W A Boulnois’ Estate, John- 
son v Boulnois ex pte Erxor of 
Will for determination of ques- 
tions adj sums 

In re R A Lioyd, dec, Lloyd v 
Chambers ex pte Legatees adj 
sums 

In re Trusts of Isaac Quincey’s 

Mortgage ex pte Fountain’s 

Exor and Extrix and cqt adj 
sums 

In re George Whiston’s Settled 
Estate, Lovatt vy Williams ex pte 
Whiston’s Trustees and Exors 
adj sums 

In re Contract dated 1st Oct, 1892, 
between the Sykes Brewery Co 
and the Trent B Co (As- 
signees of Hartley) and V and P 
Act, 1874 ex parte Trent Co 
adjd sumns 

In re Contract dated 10th May, 
1893, between Annie Harris and 
Henry J Rawlings and V and P 
Act, 1874 ex pte Trustees of S 
J Harris, dec, as to requisitions 
adjd sumns 

Schauer v Field objections to 
taxation adjd sumns 

In re Ki ve Steel & Iron Cold 
cones aa 4 Union, &c, Co 
mo. possession — set 
off) adj sums 

In re Contract dated March 18, 
1892, between the Mayor, &c of 





London and H T Tubbs and V & |: 


P Act, 1874, expte Mayor, &c, of 
London adj sums 
In re J L Garden, dec, Garden v 


In re R P Carew, dec, G 
Robartes expte pltffs for deter- 
mination of q ons in adminis- 
tration adj sums 

In re James Dyson’s Estate, Dyson 
v Dyson expte pltff adj sums 

In re Benjn Brown’s Estate, Eves v 
Harbord adj sums by s by, pitt for 
declaration under order 

In re S Seal, dec, Seal v Taylor 
expte Testator’s children (shares 
of Residy Income) adj sums 

In re R C Jenkins’s Settlement 
Trusts dated Aug 7, 1837, and 
Settlement Trusts dated Aug 25 
1843 

Jenkins v Lumley (Settlmnt Trusts) 
expte Settlement Trustees adj 


sums 

In re Wm Clements, dec, Clements 
v Pearsall expte Exors and Trus- 
tees for determination of ques- 
tions in administration adj sums 

In re Thos Hunt, dec, Clements v 

expte Residy Legatee for 
debeumiantl n of questions in ad- 
ministration adj sums 

In re Fletcher & Pye" s Trust Deed 
In re Sarah Fletcher, dec Patti- 
son v Pye expte Pltff and others 
for authority to raise money 
adjd sumns 

In re the Oorporation of Bishops 
Castle and Marcus Norton’s con- 
tracts and V and P Act, 1874, 
adjd sumns by Purchaser for 
declaration as to title 

Att Gen v Park act 

Att Gen v Christ’s Hospital act 

Humphries v Humphries m f j 

Layborn v Grover Bright mtn set 
down in Non-Witness List, by 
order (2nd week in Michaelmas 
Sittings) 

In re H. 8. Holford, dec, Holford v 
Holford adm adj sumns 

In re Rev. Wm. Phillips, dec, Carter 
v Phillips ex pte Legatee adj 
sumns 

In re Reliance Permanent Benefit 
Building Society ex parte Official 
eg ge adj — for sanc- 
tion to scheme of arrangement 

In re J. L. Taylor, dec, Taylor v 
Wade (share of — pro- 
fits) adj sumns 

In re Hett, Naylor 4 Oo. td and the 
Chartered Bank of India, Aus- 
tralia and China (set off) ex pte 
Official Liquidator adj sumns 

Further Considerations 

In re Reed, dec, Sunpenry haniomnes 
fur con (S O' to serve Att Gen by 
order of July 18) 

In re Powell, dec, Allen v Fowler 
fur con (S O till Michas for 
further adverts as to Heir at Law 
by order of July 18) 

In re Yates, dec, Yates v Lomas 
fur con 

Sheldon v Andrews fur con 


Braby v Musgrave fur con 
Hole vy Chard Union adj sumns to 
- —e as fur con, with sumns 


Before Mr. Justice Norrn. 
Causes for Trial (with witnesses). 
Reddish vy Green act Not before 

19 Dec 
Clothworkers’ Co v ape Bros act 
& Co 





Fognett v Smyth act 
Keane ¥ Billings act (set down by 
Re Hargreare Bowers v Hargreave 


Page v Norfolk act 
Tapper v Blunt act 

Len Freehold & Leasehold se 
Co ld v Gooch & Cousens 
1892 L 3373 

Same vSame 1893 L 264 act 
Feast v Robinson & Fisher act 
Globe Permt Benefit &c Soc v Tong 


act 

London Laborers’ ae Soc Id 
v Hawkridge ac 

Armstrong v ‘aa Mellor & 
Smith act 

Wickett v Hart act 

Re Fowler, Collins v Ellis act and 


Hasssil v Watte. act 


Goldsmith Yorkahire &c Gus Co 
ac’ 
Lincolnshire &c Co ld v Choice 


act 
a as Bond, & Co ld v Shaw 


Thora-Goonge v Godt act 

Briesemann v Lambert act 

Vereker v Gunning act 
Fletcher v G H Martin & Co act 
Champ v Mayor of Southend on Sea 
act 


Jones v Richard act 

Wenlock v Wenlock act 

Pegler v Stansfel act 

Bayman v Barwick act 

Long v Jay motn to be treated as 
trial of act 

Canning v Soames _ act 

Guardus of Poor of Hunslet Union 

act 


v Ingram 
Ricketts v Hill act 
Lloyd’s Bk, ld, v Birmingham and 
District Land Co, ld act 
Gould v Ross act 
Re Palmer, King v Ogg act 
Re Lord, Balls v Lord act 
Mogg v Knott act 
Westminster Trust ld v Troutbeck 


act 
Tuff v Tuff act 
Re Stephens, cane v Lacy, 


wes | v Stephens ac 

me v Borthwick, ‘Wark, & Co 
Frisell v Little act 

Halfey v Boyd act 

Re » Kemp v Errington 


act 
Re Wild, Richardson v Wild act 
Mayfair Propy Co ld v Johnston 
act 


babecne A - 
= ie &c, Bldg Soc 


Goodall v Mega a al 
re Trenholm, Weighill v 

ay act 

Causes for trial — wit- 


Adjourned Summonses. 
Willoughby v Paulet pt hd 











* 
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In re the Aberayron Mutual Ship | In re Roberts Fellowes v Goodall | In re Jackson, Tripp v Jackson adj 
Insce Socy, ld : 


In re Braithwaite Westly v Keane 

In re Asplin . Nairne v Knapping 

In re Buchanan Hasluck v bu- 
chanan 

In re Cook Cook v Cook 

In re Goode Goodwyn v Goode 

In re McMurdo Penfield v McMurdo 

In re Butterworth Strutt v Roberts 

In re Jennings Burnley v Harland 

In re Bowes Strathmore v Vane 

In re Hudson Appleton v Hudson 

In re Taylor Busk v Mearing 

In re Lees Tofts v Lees 

In re Jackson Oddie v Metcalfe 

In_ re Richardson Tippetts v 
Richardson 

In re Tyssen 
Butterworth 

In re Grove Grove v Chester 

In re Bell Braithwaite vy Fox (1893 
B 1037) 

In re Bell Braithwaite vy Fox (1893 
B 1038) 

In re Gordon Gordon v Hodgson 

In re Howard Hincks v Hincks 

In re Scovell Poulter v Neale 

In re Quin Sefi v Quin 

In re Smith Smith v Smith 

In re Wood Wood v Mumford 

Ponsford v Newport School Act 

In re Wright _ Wright v Cordwell 

Levy v Liebmann 

In re Cosens Quincey v Cosens 

<= Mannington Mannington v 

agi 


Knight Bruce v 


annington 
In re Fox Locking v Fox 
In re Butler Butler v Butler 
Dawson v Bungay 
In re Eardley Hawthorne v Mayer 
In re Harrison Harrison v Harrison 
Smith v Pontypridd &c Co, ld 
Bs Sy Walker’s Settled Estates & S 


Acts 
In re Hill Hamilton v Hill 
In re Macneill Mackinnon v Mac- 
neill 
In re Evans Haselden v Evans 
Heathfield v Greenway 
In re Pickard Emsley v Mitchell 
In re Bowes, Cradock vy Witham 
In re the Golden Leaf ld & Cos Acts 
to vary C C Certe 
In re the same (for payment out) 
Dowse v Wood 
In re Vaughan, Macintosh v Dodds 
In re Clench, Draper vy Clench 
In re ah Herminier, Mounsey v 


Heys : 7 
In re Varley, Varley v Varley 
In re Walker, Turley v Walker 


Further Considerations. 
Wellby v Scottish Met Gas Co far 


con 

In re Dracup Field v Dracup fur 
con 

Ash v Elwell fur con 


In re Denton Denton v Phillips | 
2nd | 


fur con 
In re Foster Foster v Foster 
F C adj from Cha 


Before Mr. Justice Straiine. 
Causes for Trial (with witnesses). 
McCarthy v Lennox act restored 
Holdsworth v Eylert act 
In re W Beckett, dec Pauling v 
Hart act 


Vallance vy Frape act 
Mandleberg & Co, ld v Morley act 
Robinson v Heygate act deft 


vNicholls act 


Sketchley v Berger act 

8 Allsopp & Sons, ld v Mayor, &c, 
of Burton on Trent act 
Weir v Dodds act 
Braddell v Cleveland Auction Mart 
Co, ld act and sums 

Holland vy Smith act 

In re Barclay JBarclay v Andrew 
act (transfd from North, J) 








act 
Wanhill v Hackney act 
London Bk of Mexico and South 
America ld v Gibbs act &m fj 
In re Osborne Boyd v Osborne 


act 
Aldin v Latimer Clark Muirhead & 
Co, 1d act 
Metn House Invest and Agency Co, 
Id v Crane act 
Withers v Ashdown act 
Watkins v Starkey act 
Leggott v Thompson act 
Thompson v_ Leggott 
vanced by order) 
Danks v Montgomery 
Osborne v Adams act 
Verney v Baker act 
Wynne v Corporation of West Ham 
act 


act (ad- 


act 


Lowe vSmallman act & mf j 

Scrapton v Caustic, Soda, &c, Syn- 
dicate ld act 

Cowper v Stoneham act 

Marvin v Hewson act 

Stubbs v Langley act 

Finley v Robinson act 

North British Rubber Co ld v Mac- 
Intosh & Cold act 

In re Hill Hill v Miles act 

Cuff v King act 

English and American Machinery 
ld, v Union Boot, &c, Co ld 

C de Murrieta v de Murrieta act 

Bevan v Briton Ferry Works Recon- 
struction Co ld act 

Richardson v Ridge act 

Guthrie v Preston act 

Fooksv Cook act 

Evans v Rathbone act 

Allen v Purkess & Cold act 

Jolly v Bath, Bath v Jolly act 

Minter v Oarr act 

Pledge v Carr act 

Garner v Blazer Firelighter Co ld 
act 

Mayor, &c, Birmingham v Foster 


Co 
act 


ac 

Re Barrett Webber v Loach act 

In re The Maharajah Mysore Gold 
Mining Cold & Co’s acts (adjd 
sumns ord to go into wits list by 
ord) 

Barton v Sweetmeat Automatic Dely 
Cold act 

Chatterton v Jackman act 

Slattery v Glover act 

Evans v Jewell act 

In re Sharpe Sharpe v Sharpe act 

Midland Ry Cov Cave act 

Wolf v Kent act 

Hutchinson v May act 

Wood v Paxton act 

Rait & Gardiner v Calder &Co act 

King v English and Scottish Mer- 
cantile Investments Trust ld act 

Bayley v Transvaal Mortgage Loan 
&ce Cold act 

Saunders v Bescoby act 

In re Geo Cox & Trustee Relief 


Act adj sums to be treated as 
wit act 

In re Tanner Haines v Tanner 
act 


Robiuson v Smith act 
Cohen v Watkins act 
Points of Law. 
Jones v Hewett point of law set 
—_ by order, dated 19 June, 
3 


Causes for Trial Without Witnesses 
and ~~ Summonees. 
In ae Se 1 Green v Howell pit 


Main v Canning fur con adj from 
chambers and sums to vary, dated 
Dec 22, 1892, and sumns dated 
July 21, 1892 

In re Lioyd, Lloyd Greame v Attor- 
ney-General adj sumns 

In re Barrow, Barrow v Barrow 
adj sumns 








sumns pf 

In re Kydd, Kydd v Kydd adj 
sumns 

D’Oyly v Fitzgerald act & 3rd 
party notice by defts 

Meyrick v London & S W Ry Co 


act 
In re Roberts, Roberts v Roberts 


adj sumus 

In re Oakley, Neave v Oakley adj 
sumns 

Williams v Williams m f j 
(short) 


Coxen v Rowland special case 

Parker v Brailsford adj sumns 
(pltffs) 

Parker v Brailsford adj sumns 
(defts) 

In re Hedley, Erle v Hedley adj 
sumns 

In re Fowler, Grey v Fowler adj 
sumns 

In re Smart Smart v Bulman 


adjd sumns Liby to take evi- 
dence orally 

In re Abinger Abinger v Wilson 
adjd sumns 

In re Walker Walker v Baldwin 
adjd sumns 


In re Dee Land Co Skelsey & V.& 
P. Act, 1874 adjd sumns 

In re Dering Dering v Ferrers 
adjd sumns 

Liberator Building, &c, Socy v 
Brook adjd sums 

Taylor v Roe adjd sumns 

In re Hovendon Dashwood v 
Taubman adjd sumns 

In re Lee Lee v Lee adjd 
sumns 


| In re the Eddystone Marine Insce 


Co,ld Two adjd sumns 

In re Barn, Ronald v McKatney 
adj sums 

In re Baxter, Somerville v Baxter 
adj sums 

In re Williams, Twiss v Alban adj 
sums 

In re Alexander, Swanston v Alex- 
ander act &mf j 

Budd v Wilson adj sums 

In re Baker, Shaw v Owlett adj 
sums 

Concha v Murrietta adj sums 

In re Dagg, Manfred v Sharpe adj 


sums 

In re the Eddystone Marine Insce 
Co 1d Quest of transference of 
Bonus Shares 

Lescher v North Quest on Item 1 
in act rendered by deft 

Re Fuller, Fuller v Fuller spc 

Waring v Waring (1893 W 1391) 
act & m fj 

Same v Same (1893 W 1392) act & 


mij 
In re Breedon, dec, Bateman v 
Wade spc 


Further Considerations. 
Hanbury v Tanqueray fur con 
In re Marquis of Donegall Dimond 

v Pennington fur con & sumns 
Leacroft v Pearson fur con 
In re Wells Wellsv Wells furcon 
Parton v Ferme fur con 
Before Mr. Justice Kexewicu. 
Causes for trial (with witnesses). 
Tyler v Bishop act restored 
Shorter v Todd Heatly act 
Fry v St James’s and Pall Mall 
Electric Light Co, ld act 
Norton v British Empire Mutual 
Life Assurance Co act 
Morgan v Morgan act 
Deacon v Burgess act 
Ward v Harrison act 
In re Gasquoine Gasquoine v Gas- 
uoine act and motn for judgt 
ot until application to fix a day 
Scott Jervis v. Henley on Thames 
Highway Board act 


Andrews v Allen act 

Ingram v Brown act 

Saunders v Mineard act 

Meade King v Dagnall act 

The Runnimer Tavern Kestaurant 
ColdvJones act 

Harbord v Foster & Co 
Foster & Co act 

Jones v Jones act 

Smith v Bridson act 

In re Harvey Harvey v Inglefield 


Collins y. 


act 
Metropolitan Coal Consumers’ Assn 
&c v Stokes & Co act and mfj 
Briggs v Eking act 
In re Nei: Neil v Neil act 
Selby v Saunders act 
In re Constable Biden v Challen 


act 

Blackwell v Bent act 

Perfect v Patton act 

Thom v Taylor act 

Jones v Jones actand mf j 

Hughes v Wade act 

Clelland v Fraser act 

Smart v Tempest act 

Sequah ld v Bailey act 

Eyre v Winn-Mackeuzie adjd 
sums to be treated as trial of 
action 

Westbrook v Aldridge 

Glynn v Steer act 

Kemp v Barrow act 

Morris v Shepherd act 

Thompson v Mein act 

Lamb v Licences Insce Corporn 
act 

Simpson v Licences Insurance 
Corpn act (tranfd from Mr 
Justice Chitty by order) 

Maryon Wilson v Wall act 

Ebbw Vale Steel, Iron and Coal Co 
ld, &c v Higson act 

Jones v Jones act 

Servian Bacon Curing Co ld, &cv 
Marshall act 

Meggitt v Ridges act 

Smith v Hancock act 

Aldridge v Hay act 

Robson v Dabney act 

Hind v Montagu act 

Hepworth v Montagu act 

Gwynn v Holmes act 

Gt Western Rly Co v Cefn Cribbur 
Brick Co, ld act 

Millar v Allen act 

Wolff v Brown act 

Foulis v Baron de L’Isle and Dud- 
ley act 

Harper v Bevan act 

Heathfield v Skidmore & Co act 

Allsworth v Pope act 

The Enterprise Manufacturing Co 
vSNyet Co act 

In re Willes dec Willes v Willes 


act 


act 
Rouse v Bradford Banking Co 1d (2) 
act 
Points of Law. 
In re Hawkins, Hawkins v Hallett 
uestion of law set down by order 
ted 11 July, 1893 
Lever v Land Trustees Oo ld 
Carteret v same Co question of 
law set down by order dated 3 
Aug, 1893 


Cause for trial (without witnesses). 
Montagu v Gye act & mf j short 


Adjourned Summonses. 
In re Rivington Gordon & Co ¥ 
Rivington part heard 25 Oct 
In re Neil Neil v Neil (J L A Hope) 
Oct 25 by order 
In re Ni Neil v Neil (O Neil) 
Oct 25 by order 


364 

InreSame SamevSame 1889 E 
539 

im re 8 8 Seal, one, &c 

In re Blundell Blundell v Moss- 





Blundell 


4 


In re Ellis Parry v Ellis 1893 E ‘3 
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In re Rance Morton v Willan 

Harris v Sleap ( ee) 

Harris v Sleap ( 

In re Macdonald  cendousld v 
Annesley (J M Macdonald) 

In re Macdonald Macdonald v 
Annesley (E Macdonald) 

In re W Smith Warwick v Smith 

Cole v British Mutual Banking Co, 


ld 
Inre Wood Piper v Carpenter 
Boyd v Mathers 
Re Bogg Bogg v Edmonds 
Inre Bogg Bogg v Edmonds 


Further Considerations. 
In re Brundrett Hall v Hall fur 
con and sumns 
Mosty v Thorn fur con 
In re Lewis Richard v Lewis fur 


con 

Jones v Jones, Winter v Jones fur 
con 

Scheidges v Williams fur con and 
motn to vary U R report 

Inre Cave Mainland v Cave fur 
con 

In re Bawden, dec National Pro- 
vincial Bank of England ld v 
Cresswell Bawden v Cresswell 
fur con 8 O pending sumns to 
vary 


Before Mr. 
WILLIAMs. 

(Sitting as an additional Judge of 
Chancery Division.) 
Companies. 

Petitions. 

Mexican Co of London ld and re- 

duced 
Bristol & Western Land and Invest- 
ment Co ld and reduced 


Justice VAUGHAN 


Companies (winding up) 
Petitions 

Heath Petroleum Co ld (petn of J 
Gibb and ors) 

Santa Rosalia del Carmen (Mexico) 
Copper Co Id (petn of S R Lewin 
and anr) 

Palace Theatre ld (petn of R 8 
Parker) 

African Landed Estates Co Id (petn 
of T Black) 

Elmore’s Foreign & Colonial Patent 
ge oe Co ld (petn of 

Meade) 

Tarryall Creek Gold Co ld (petn of 
J DA Norris) 

Wrexham & District Supply Co ld 
(petn of H L W W Wynn) 

Walters ld (petn of A Cocheteux) 

George Hearn & Co ld (petn of 

Lloyd’s Bank 1d) 

Tubular Frame Wagon Co 1d (petn 
of M R Jefferds) 

English Lager Beer Brewery ld (pe 
of Co) 

Architectural Pottery Co 1d (petn of 
Mesers Flack & Morris) 

Haynes, Foucher, & Oo, 1d (petition 
of W Haynes 

H aed & Co, ld (petition of DG 

rae) 


— Wax Vesta Co, ld (petition 
of Spicer Bros) 

North Eastern Bultfontein Co, ld 
(petition of London & South Afri- 
can Exploration Co 1d) 

Horrocks 1d (petition of Co) 

Foel Clynnog Slate Quarry Co ld 
(petition of T Jones 
National Insurance & Guarantee 
oe ld (petition of W 


Same (petition of Lloyd’s Bank 1d) 

Oreskovitza Syndicate 1d (petition of 
R. Heane) 

Effective Publishing Co 1d (petition 
of W J Richardson) 

Assets & Debenture Securities Cor- 

Fores) Id (petition of H C 


Motion ot Iw ee as and 


anr) 
General Credit Co 1d (petition of J 
W Bull 


Same (petition of L Lazarus) 

London, Camberwell & Dulwich 
Tramways Co (petition of W F 
Fowle) 

Institute of Mercantile ‘Spee 
ld (petition of A Salter 

Pritchard, Offor & Co a (petition 
of J. Bowden) 

Ipswich Electricity Supply Co ld 
(petition of M P Shorrock) 

Empire Printing & Publishing Co 
ld (petn of E W H Walker and 
others) 

Securities Insurance Co 1d (petition 
of A Sevena 

A Salomon & Co ld (petition of 
Samuel Barrow & Bros 1d) 

Citizen 1d (petition of Fred Hender- 
son) 


Gie Appantoo Gold Mining Co Id 
(petition of F J Saunders) 

Hooper, Dyer & Co 1d (petition of 

Blake and others) 

Scott & Jackson ld (petition of J 
Buckley) 

Ynyslas Bay 1d (petition < London 
& North Western Railwa 

Amador Gold Mine ld (petition of 
G Fyfe, with witnesses) 

Dawson v Lyric Club ld (petition of 
C A R Scott for payment out, 
with witnesses) 


Motion. 
British Linen Co v South American 
& Mexican Co 1d and others 


Action for Trial. 
Ellis v Ranken, Ellis & Co 1d 


Angl Austrian Printing and, Pub 
o Austrian ting and Pub- 
lishing Union Id (part heard) 
Lyric Club 1d 


Same 

Varieties ld 

London and West of England Trust 
and Investment Corpn ld 

Mid Kent Fruit Co ld 

Lands Allotment Co ld 

Same 


In Chambers 
Chamber Summonses. 
Ford & Cold 
Westminster Improvement Commrs 
Borough Commercial and. Building 


Soc 
Clarendon Land Investment Co 


Before Mr. Justice Romzr. 
Causes for trial (with witnesses). 
Kenny v McCarthy act mf j 

(Under compromise) 
Setterwall v Dorman, Brown & Co 


act 
Nasmyth v Murdock act 
Transferred by Order dated 29th 
A 1893 


‘ 5 

Collins v Hall act 8 O until sums 

* disposed a J, and 
appl to Romer, J 

In re Gordon Gordon v Stuart act 
Defendant dead 


Roach v Roach act 

Learoyd v Halifax Joint Stock 
Banking Co act 

Dinn v Lamb act 

Jones v Great Western Colliery Co 
ld act & mtn 

Field vy Laitwood act 


Crosthwaite v M Sons & Co 
act 8 O till tion amended 
by order 


Transferred by Order dated 20th 
July, 1893 





Homer v Barker ’ act 


| a: Sas SS 8 O until after trial of issues in 


(Not before 6 Nov) Palatine Court 
Brmuner Mond & Co id + Winning- Adamson v Humble act 
ton Salt Cold act Austin v Pigott act 
In re Wratislaw Wratislaw v | Vandeleurv Bright-Smith act 
Savage act Reed v Ford act and m fj 
Adams v J Rotheroe & Co act Hobson v Legg act 
Automatic Weighing Machine Co | Coshv hh 


ld v Fearley act | 
ss re Reynolds’ Patent No 20,770 | 
A D 181 and Patents &c "act 
Petition for revocation of Patent 
(Pending Summons for dismissal) 
— and Ca ment 
yndicate v exican Explora- 
tions ld act S O14 days after 


Cooke v Stansfeld & Co act 
In Sait Adams v Wharton 


Sudbury v Lee & Glenn act 


plts answer to interries Jones v. Wakeman act 


v Buenos Ayres Water | London, Tilbury &. Southend. Rl 
a . ait» Dainty act act r 
orledge v Colton act v Daintrey 
Stretton’s Derby Brewery Co ldv | Parnell v Vickers 
Mayor &c of Derby act Haymev}e Mayor, écot Chatham act 
aes se ite act vim and % Tucker v Tucker act 
mv Bateman act m 

Battishill vy Gozer act and m f j re Dares Willice * Williams 
Cotton v Cornish Bank Id act 
Poulton v Smith act Steel v Steel act 


Barne v Webster act 





J Defries & Sons v B P Harris & Co ee at eee act 
act re Grundy worth v Martin- 
Enson v Wilkinson act (Under dale act 
compromise) Thorneloe v Hill act 
Vitoria v De Murrieta act, security | Thorneloe v Read act 
for £100 ordered Jennings v Armi act 
Winstone v Hodgkins act Lamb v Evans 
Linton, Clarke & Co v Westgarth Coal aud Iron Co ld v 
act Railway Co act 
Wells v Wilkinson act Brake v Sigg Sig 
Benno Jaffe, &c Fabrik v J estwood, & Co v. Equit- 
Richardson & Co act able Semen &e Corpn, Id . act 
Waters v Stirling act Louis v E. 
Robinson v Churchill In re ‘Marshall v Redfearn 
Bray v White act act 
Otard Dupuy & Oo Ojped, fe pabersill \ Methawe act 
Monte’ bag 3 flange Parag Board i 
Tufnell v Baron > fj Sanitary v. Taylor 
Pryorv Petre act In re MMedy Ht Hardy’s Trustase v 
Patten v Harvey act Farmer act 
In re Peak Mort v Masefield act ' Back v Joseph act 
HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE.—QUEEN’S BENCH RAY ISION. 
Po IN a eer ae CHAELMAS a 
to F—Mondays, W coe Master sare; esdays, 
Teeter, & and a 
edneedays, agg = e. Aigeee Macdonnell ; 


Micuazimas Srrrinos, 1903. 

A to F—All applications by summons or otherwise in actions assigned 
N 110, * 1100 sn, on Tusa, Thuredays, and nt Noda ; 
0. at 11.30 a.m. on 
G to N—All applications by summons or otherwise in assigned 
N 112, Putter are to be maid tara be sch. wb gga : 
0. at a.m. on 
O to Z—All a ptiontions Ur cumeaens o atmereien ta assigned 
to Master Archibald are to be made Fay ar mor hee 57 eine 
No. 2.100, at 11.30 a.m. on Mondays, W: and 

will b hy tome din the printed lst for the after 
summonses 
sunt wil imei a te ea hee Seg 
called over by the attendant on 
time at 11.30, feral t Ohanbers.”” Be Onoan or tux Mares. 





if they were returnable at Chambers. By Onpzr or rue Masrzas. 
STAMMERERS of oll ages, and perente SPiee cheekd wad 5 book 

pene ace ee Heumeln et Post-free for 

| ee Ly al Daag, “ Sherwood,” 

pe eeen Sa 

Westenlastes ieaeerae € Veena 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


Dent.—Oct. 12, at Hatfields, Loughton, Essex, the wife of Francis Dent, barrister, of a 
son. 
—_ , the of W. J... 
Distuaxa 24, 2 . Bloomsbury, wife of | Insturnal, 
oy 16, at Roundhay, Leeds, the wife of Charles ‘Lupton, solicitar, a 





a daughter. 
Wipraus.— Oct, 16, at 12, Castitown-rond, West Kensington, the wite of Riward Heghert 
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MARRIAGE. 

Hoimes—Maxwens-Suitn.—Oct. 11, at St. Mary’s Church, Henley-on-Thames, Ieonard 

Holmes, , of Brighton. to Mary Josephine Manners-Smith, second daughter of 

the late eral Charles Wineucee- Seat, F.R.C.8., Indian Medical Service, and 
of Mrs. Manners-Smith, Henley-on-Thames. 

DEATH. 


Savywvers.—Oct. 12, at The Hill, Wolverley, near puacemmiastee, William Augustus 
solicitor, of 68, ¢ ‘oleman-street, E.C., aged 34 





WINDING UP NOTICES. 


London Gazette.—Frivay, Oct. 13. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lourep mm Caancerr. 

A. Saronon & Co., Lunren—Petn for ves up, presented Oct 10, directed to be heard 
on Oct 25. 8. & J. B. Benson, 1, Clement's inn, solors for petners. Notice of 
eppesring must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 
Oct 24 

Assets axp Depexture Secunities Corroratiox, Liuirep—Petn for winding up, pre- 
sented Sept 15, directed to be heard on Oct 25. Bagot Harte & Co, 37, Walbrook, solors 
for petner. Notice = vareeing must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o’clock in 
the afternoon of Oct 

Frorat Wax Vesta Go, Limitep—Petn for winding up, presented Aug 25, directed to be 
heard on Oct 25. Ward & Co, 85, Gracechurch st, solors for petners. Notice of appear- 
ing must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Oct 24 

Fort Cry a State Quarry Co, Limtrep—Petn for winding up, presented Au 
directed to be heard on Oct 25. Liloyd-George & Co, 8, New inn, agents for Toya 
George & George, Criccieth, solors for _—. Notice of appearing must reach the 
abovenamed not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Oct 24 

Hoorgs, Dyer, & Co, Lusrrep—Petn for winding up, presented Oct 10, directed to be 
heard on Oct 25. Neal, 21, Lime st, solor for creditors. Notice of appearing must reach 
the abovenamed not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Oct 24 

Ixstitcte or Mercaytice Eovcation, Limtrep.—Petn for winding up, presented Oct 4, 
directed to be heard on Oct 25. Blair & Girling, 1, Wool Exchange, Basinghall st, solora 
for petner. Solin of ad must reach the abovenamed nct later than 6 o’clock in 
the afternoon of Oct 2 


Tue Liout AsrHatic a Syxpicate, Limirep.—Creditors are required, on or before 

Nov 13, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Ed Morewood, 158, Leadenhall st 

Tue LivERroo. anxp Great WesteRx Sreamsnir Co, Limrrep.—Creditors are uired, 

on or before Dec 31, to send their names and resses, and the particulars of their 
or , to James Barnes, 11, Rumford st, Liverpool. Bateson, Warr, & 
Bateson, Liverpool, solors for liquidator 

Tue Nortarteer Wurre Leap Co, Limirep.—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 
20, to their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Her- 
man Lescher, 6, Clement’s lane 

Oxesxovitza Syxpicate, Limrrep—Petn for winding up, presented Sept 5, directed to be 
heard before Vaughan Williams, J, on Wednesday, Oct 25. Fox & Joy, 60, Chancery 
lane, solors for petner. Notice of appearing must reach the abovenamed ‘not later than 
6 o'clock in the afternoon of Oct 24 

Prrronits Syxpicate, Linirep—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 13, to send their 
a and — of pe Fn or claims, to Richard Barton and 

William Robert king, ouse, Bow ne, Ki mon Hull. Jackson & 
Son, Hull, solors for lianidators ed — 

Bcorr & Jackxsox, Limrren—Petn for winding up, presented Oct 10, directed to be heard 
on Oct 25. Speechly & Co, 1, New inn, Strand, solors for petner. Notice of appearing 
must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o’¢lock in the afternoon of Oct 24 

Securities Insurance Co, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented Oct 9, directed to be 
heard on Oct 25. Crump & Son, 10, Philpot lane, solors for petner. Notice of appearing 
must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Oct 24 

We Se Avsrrauian Exrioration Co, Liutrep—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 15, 
to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to F. x 
Abraham, 80, Coleman st. Abrahams & Co, 8, Old Jewry, solors for liquidator 

Ywveas Bay, Loatep—Petn for winding up, presented Oct 11, directed to be heard on 
Oct 25. Brasseur & Oakley, 12, New ct, Lincoln’s inn, agents for Corfield, Oswestry, 
solor for Notice of appearing must reach Le Brasseur & Oakley not later than 
6 o'clock in the afternoon of Oct 24 


County Paratixe or Lascasten. 
Liutrep 1x Caancery. 


Laxspownrz Corrox Srixxixc Co, Luatrep—Petn for winding up, presented Oct 10, 
directed to be heard at the Assize Courts , Strangeways, oe ps Tuesday, Oct 24. 
Tweedale & Co, Church lane, Oldham, solrs for ptar. Notice of appearing must reach 
the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Oct 23 


Stayxwartes or Cop~wat. 
Usiimitep rs CHasxceny. 


East Bute Hirts Mrsixc Co—Petn for windi . presented Oct 7, directed to be 
heard beforethe Vice-Warden, at the Princes “truro, on Wednesday, Oct 25, at 10. 
—- oes 7, i po Truro, solrs, ~~ tor Paige _ oes Redruth, solrs for 

the petnar. Notice of appearing must reach the solors or the petnr not later than 6 
o’clock in the afternoon of Tuesday, Oct 24 : 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
Laperat. axp Bavicat Worxixc Mew’s Cive, 9, Merton rd, Wimbledon. Oct 4 
‘Weasr Kinsey Jvverite Frirxviy Society, Grange, West Kirby, Chester. Sept 15 


Worrtesvox Baaxcu Lover Lora axp Ixperexpext Moverx Onpze or Foresters, 
New , Guildford. Oct 6 


London Gasette.—Tcxapary, Oct. 17. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lamirep 1s Cmaxcery. 


af ae Joiszxy Worxs, Lix:ten.—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 29, to send 
their names apd addresses, and of their debts or claims, to jamin New- 
3, Church passage, G 


Toeque & Rodyk, Aldermanbury, solors for 
Giz Arraxtoo Gown Mixixe Co, Lamirep.—Petn for winding u resented Oct 10, 
any ely Ge Rdg = G Oct %. Walker & Rowe, 8, 
Trevena & Holloway, Hed Cornwall, solors for petner, Notice of appearing 
must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Oct 23 
Tus Ksrro Crciz Co, Lamirev.—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 18, to send 
their names addremes, with full particulars of their debts or claims, to Samuel 
Duff, 23, Westwell st, Plymouth. Bond, Pearce & Bickle, Plymouth, solors for 
Creditors are required, on or before 
# of their debts or claims, to 
Alexander Touch am and William pee | ergusun, Winchester House, Old Broad 
Morris, Crisp, & Co, ay ae avenue, solors for liquidators 
pon TS Co, Limire1—Creditors are on or before Oct 23, to send their 


Tae Mivtasp Coat, Cons, as axp Inox Co, Lanrep. 
2, to 





Mowytcomerysuire Brewery Co, Limrreo—Petn for winding uP, resented Sep 
directed to be heard on Oct 25, Agate, Bow lane, , agent for Burges, 
solor for petners. nee of appearing must reach the abovenamed not later t 

o’clock in the afternoon of Oct 24 





New ct, Carey st, solors for a 
Western Dairy Mercury Co, Limtrep 
send their names and add: with full 


resses, ticular of fi their debts or claims, to 
Tucker, 6, Millbay rd, Plymouth. Bond 


, 16, Princess sq, Plymouth, solors fae 





of Oct 24 
Unuimirep 1n CHANCERY. 


Loypoy, CAMBERWELL, AND Dutwicn Tramways Co—Petn for vies u 
3, directed to be heard on Oct 25. Robinson & Stannard, 
petner. Notice of 5 eae must reach the abovenamed not ~E. than 6 o’clock in the 
afternoon of Oct 2 


, presented Oct 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or Cua, 
London Gazette.—Tvurspay, Oct. 17. 
FrasaGan, THOMAS, pie Nov 17 Flanagan v Butler, Registrar, Liverpool Lay. 


rence, Liv 
Wane sx, Josepx, West Bromwich, Boat Builder Novi3 Bradley v Butler, Keke. 
J 


wich, Caddick, West Bromwich 





UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Ciatm. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Oct. 6. 
Autcrort, Joux Dersy, Stokesay ct, Salop, Esq Dec1 Beacheroft & Co, Theobald’s mM 
Anca, bt a gad Stow on the Wold, Glos, Timber Merchant Nov 7 Parker, Stow a 


Seema, Senae, Evandale rd, Brixton Nov15 Micklem & Hollingworth, Gresham st 
Barnett, Francis Witt1am, Woburn pl Nov 30 Rawlinson, Bedford row 

Beaty, Jouy, Brampton, Cumbld, Bank Manager Oct 28 Farish & Cartner, Brampton 
Bexyon, Toomas Yate, Banbury, Esq Nov20 Tomlin & Son, Burlington st 

Bickers, Cuaries, Fulham rd Novi4 Fowkes & Son, College st 


BoruanpD, James, ings, Commercial Traveller (retired) Nov2l1 Pattinson & Brewer, 
Great James st, Bedford row 
Bucs.ey, Jonx, Tyldesley with Shakerley, Lancs Nov4 Hope, Atherton and Wigan 


Curernam, Wiii1am, Nidd, Yorks, Land Agent Nov6 Farrer & Co, Manchester 

Conny, Joux Dent, Kingston upon Hull, Foreman Nov 24 Rollit & Sons, Hull 

eee Wii11am, Manchester, Bank Manager Dec 31 Wood & Williamson, Man- 
chester 

Coimer, Se.ina, Victoria Park rd Nov4 Goodman, Bishopsgate ss Without 

Ditton, Ros Hay, ye gardens, Estate Agent Oct 31 Wiliam T. Dillon, 4, Grove 

ens, Regent’s Park : 

DircurieLp, Jonny, Patricroft, nr. M: retired School Nov? Griffiths & 
Bowden, ester and Patricroft 

Dixox, CHARLES, Reowick rd, East Putney, Accountant Nov10 Goldberg & Co, West 
st, Finsbury Circus 

Exstey, Tuomas, formerly Watchman, Reading Oct 21 Rogers, Reading 

Farrn, Mary Axx, West hill, Putney Noviil Potter & Co, King st, Cheapside 

GairvirH, Mantua Darsy, Bushey Ruff, Alkham, Kent Oct 28 EW & V Knocker, 
Dover 

Hawson, Exvizasetu, Hockley, Birmingham Nov7 Pointon, Birmingham 

Ree et, Seavington, nr Ilminster, Somerset, Farmer Nov 7 Poole, South 

erton 

Hewirrt, Grorce, Martha st, Commercial rd, Licensed Victualler Nov 13 Clapham & 
Co, Devonshire sq, Bishopsgate 

Hisverr, Jouy, Solicitor, Hyde ant Manchester Dec10 Hibbert & Westbrook, Hyde 

Hover, Joux, Handsworth, Staffs, Gent Nov15 Jaques & Sons, Birmingham 

Hooxway, W11114m Heyry, Exeter, retired Leather Merchant Oct 30 Friend & Beal, 
Exeter 

Horxes, Exvizaseru, Connah’s Quay, Flints Nov1 Hughes & Hughes, Flint 

Lisswer, Sizemunp, Posen, Germany, Merchant Nov3 Rehder, Mincing lane 


Liv ar joe, Tam rd, Lambeth, Licensed Victualler Oct 31 Habgood, Alexandm 
im 
Manspex, Joszrn, Almondbury, nr Huddersfield, formerly Farmer Nov1 Ramsden & 
Co, "Huddersfield 
May, Joszrn Metzovurye, Deal, Kent Oct 16 Wilks, jun, Deal 


Mepuvest, Epuunp, Shorne, Kent Novs Fielding & Son, Dover 

Newron, Saran, Southport Nov 20 Forshaw & Hawkins, Liverpool 

Pavmer, Soputa Mary, Cheltenham Dec5 Moon & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Pearse, Joun, Revelstoke, Devon, Yeoman Nov3 Woollcombe & Son, Plymouth. 

Romwens, Francis Wii11am, Warrington cres, Maida Vale, Esq Nov 1) Hyde & Cs, 

Sraxcen, Tnomas, Wokingham, Berks, Pharmaceutical Chemist Oct 31 Blandy & Co, 

Srains, Bensamin, Oldberrow, Worcs, Farmer Nov 20 Slatter & Co, Stratford upom 

ase , Joszru, Brighton, Gent Nov4 Nye & Treacher, Brighton 

Totsoy, Exizaseru, Boulogne sur Mer, France Nov15 Sole & Co, Aldermanbury 

Turwer, Geonae Cuesrenman, Clevedon, 8 et, I ger Novi Baker & Lang 
worthy, Bristol 

Vic om, Jann, Eskdale, Cumbrid Nové Butler, Broughton in Furness 

Wartrns, Geonaz, Walmer, Kent Oct 16 Wilks, jun, Deal 

Wearueanitt, Tuomas, York, Gent Dec2 Nicholson, York 

We..anv, Rovxnt, Sholden, Kent Oct 16 Wilks, jun, Deal 


iter 











et edaeenr, and partilars of tna okt or claims, to Thomas Edward 


Witsiams, Wescn, Kenwyn, Cornwall, Farmer Nov8 Paige & Grylls, Redruth 


required, on or before Nov 2, 


liquidator 
Westwoop, Barus, & Co, Liuurep—Petn for ng up, pr ted Oct 16, directed tp” 
heard on Wednesday, Oct 25. Munns & ocgtens 8, Ola Jewry, solors for petner, 


y, 
Notice of appearing must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o'clock in the afternomy 









Ys Loop Co, Liurrep—Credit ired, on or before Nov 23, to send their a 
and addresses, and iculars of their whee or claims, to Cardross Grant. 1, Leadentall 









Eastcheap, solors for 




















Wasnsas, Axruvn, Lagos, West Coast of Africa, Merchant Nov 10 Whitley & Cw x 
vi 
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BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gasetie.—Fuivpay, Oct 13. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Astsx, Toomas Roseet, Cable o' Shadwell, Grocer High 
Court Pet Sept 14 Ord Oct 
Asuronp, Gzorce, L dhurst, Hants, Builder Southamp- 
ton Pet Oct9 Ord Oct 9 
Avsris, Joux, Cwmtillery, Mon, Grocer Tredegar Pet Oct 
Ord Oct 11 


“the Henry, Hallsville mi, Comaing Soun, Grocer High 
Court Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 

Couseay, THomas Wii11am, Hailsham, Sussex, Watch- 
maker Lewes Eastbourne Pet Oct9 Ord Oct 9 

Daty, no Cardiff, Ship Painter Cardiff Pet Sept 20 
Ord 

Drswoovlz, _ aN Newton le Willows, Lancs, Hotel 

rietor Liverpool Pet Oct11 Ord Oct 11 

Drxos, erm ck, Mess Caterer Warwi Pet 
Oct 10 

Drxox, Hanry, Edmund’s place, Manufacturer High 

Court Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 1 
Dres, ey Salisbury, Saddler Salisbury Pet Oct 
Oct 9 

all BerTRaM yoy ea, Innkeeper Sheffield 
Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 

Evaxs, Joun, Colwyn ' dl Denbighshire, Watchmaker 
Banger Pet Oct9 Ord Oct 9 

FeaTHERSTONE, nme, Sa mneng Bristol, Cooper Bristol 
Pet Oct 11 Ord Oct 11 

Growcott, Exnocn GILBERT, 
—_, Haulier West Bromwich 


Brades Village, Rowley, 
Pet Uct 10 Ord 


Oct 10 

Haw, Cuaries, Addlestone, ade Nurseryman King- 
ston Pet Uct11 Ord Oct 1 

Hasmonp, Witi1am, Barrow in ER Coal Dealer Bar- 
row in Furness Pet Oct7 Ord Oct 9 

Hursison, Jonx, West Bromwich, Greengrocer West 
Bromwich Pet Oct7 Ord Oct 7 

Hepiey, r+ apy Newcastle on Tyne, late Innkeeper 
Newcastle on 2 ba Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 

Hu, Tuomas, Highbridge, Somerset, Butcher Bridgwater 
Pet Sept 18 Ord Oct 9 

Hopeson, Wiiu1am Lamptoven, Flamborough, Yorks, 
Innk: 


eeper Scarborough PetOct 11 Ord Oct 11 
Hoac, Joszru, Leeds, Draper Leeds Pet Oct19 Ord 
‘10 
ey, 
man Derby Pet Oct9 Ord Oct 
Jacques, Witu1Am, Cleckheaton, Yorks, Engine Packing 
Laver, Rosert, Western rd, Southall Green, 
Windsor Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 
gardens, South 
Kensington High Court Pet Sept5 Ord Oct 11 
turer Shettield Pet Oct9 Ord Oct 9 
Masniotr, Isaac, Ramsey, —_, R sses Merchant 
Moss, Cuarces Morais, Liverpool, Eetate Agent Liverpool 
Pet Oct 9 Ord Oct 9 
Southville, Bedminster, 
Bristol, Draper Bristol Pet "Oct 10 
Ossorne, Josern Munn, Charing, Kent, Grocer Canter- 
Pickarp, Hexsert, Barton upon Humber, Builder Gt 
Grimsby Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 
Oct 10 
Prestace, Exnest Hapisy, Hackney rd, Family Miller 
Bawsoy, Tuomas, East Boldon, co Durham, Engineer New- 
castleon Tyne Pet Oct9 Ord Oct 9 
9 Ord Oct 9 
Royce, Marruias, “1 -T-¥ Cigar Manufacturer Leicester 
Seymour, Atrrep Epw Jol 
Cardiff Pet Oct6 Ord Oct 6 
Farmer Winchester Pet Oct10 Ord Oct 10 
Taomrson, Josepu, and Cuartes Wii1i1amM Jounson, Bir- 
Ord Oct 11 
Taexam, ALrrev, Mansfield, Notts, Plumber Nottingham 
Trewyy, Joun Atrrep, Devonport, Ironmonger Plymouth 
and East Stonehouse Pet Oct 9 Ord Oct 9 
Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 
Wueatox, Henny Witiiam, Commalign, Wine Merchant 
rd Oct 
Wuirmore, Bexs amin, Braintree, con Saddler Chelms- 
ford Pet Oct10 ‘Ord Oct 10 
Pet Oct 11 Ord Oct 11 
Youxc, Cowrer, Heavitree, nr Exeter, 


Hoimes, James, Brock) —, Batya, Engine- 
Manufacturer Bradford Pet Oct 9 Ord Oct 9 
Baker 
Lesue, Antoun Everett, Courtfield 
LorTHousE, mre Mineral Water Manufac- 
Peterborough Pet Oct9 Ord 
OncuarD, Francis Atrrep Jouy, 
Ord Oct 10 
bury Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 
Porrzr, James, Cardiff, Grocer Cardiff Pet Oct 10 Ord 
High Court Pet Oct11 Ord Oct 11 
Risetey, Davin Watrer, Cardiff, Grocer Cardiff Pet Oct 
Pet Sept 21 Ord Oct 1 
Cardiff, Licensed Victualler 
Sraipe, Wituiam Pamir Tamiyy, Otterbourne, Hants, 
mingham, Oyster Dealers Birmingham Pet Oct 11 
Pet Uct 10 Ord Oct 10 
Wenpe, Maatiy, High Holborn, Tailor High Court Pet 
Cambridge Pet Oct 9 O 
Witutsox, Witt1am Leonarp, Windsor, Waiter Windsor 
Traveller Exeter Pet Sept 26 Ord Oct 9 


Commercial 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Apex, Cuartes, Drummond rd, Bermondsey, Light 
Furniture Manufacturer Oct 20 at 12 ruptey 
bldgs, Carey st 

Axprews, Witi1AM, Nottingham, Electrician Oct 20 at 12 
Off Ree, St Peter’s Church walk, Nottingham 

Asnronp, Groncr, Lyndhurst, Hants, Builder Oct 24 at 
12 Off Rec, 4, East st, Southampton 

Baitsy, Josern Gronar, ‘Tisbury, ilts, Butcher Oct 20 
at 12 30 Off Rec, Salisbury 

Bayxs, Epwanp, Chapel le Dale, Peabeten, Yorks, Farmer 


Oct 21 at11 120, High 

Bewnert, Hepner Wurre, “) * Painter Oct 27 
atll County Court, West Bromwich 

Bert, Wiiusam, Alvingham, Lincs, Miller Oct 24 at 11 
Off Reo, 15, Osborne st, Great Grimsby 

Bovtorr, Deneraws CHARLES, Edwardes sq, Kensington, 

Author Oct23 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 





B , ELuex, South Kensi 
"Soins Get 24 at 2.30 Oe. caer” 
Brows, —— Chesham Bucks, Gardener 
Oct 23 ati?” 1, St Aldate’s, 


BrownripcGe, heb 5 the , Leeds, Bird Dealer 
20 at 11 row, Leeds 


Oct eo tes 
Cayyox, HarristT ry Rie iy Guaytord, Kent, Spinster Oct 
30 at 11.30 Off Rec, 
-5 - oe Oct 23 at 12.15 
’s lane, Cannon st, Turnery Mer- 


bidgs, Carey st 
— Oct 23 at 11.15 Off 
Coopsr, Waa We Surrey, late Commission 
Agent Oct 23 at 11.30 By a LS ye Bridge 
Corney, Joun, Bri; iblic Accountant Oct 20 at 11 
Off ‘Reo, 4 Pavthion bldg 


CraxtTox, Totaae Rosert Wilts, Licensed Vic- 
ae Oct 25 at 12 Off foe, Bank chmbrs, Corn st, 


Bristol 
Drrwoopiz, Wiii1am, Newton le Willows, Lancs, Hotel 
fm ene Oct 23 at 3 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, 
vi 


Dixon, waaee, Edmund's pl, Fur Manufacturer Oct 20 at 
12 fy 

Donapsox, Betsy ae rd, Leytonstone, 
Merchant Oct 23 at 


Carey st 
Duce, Herpert Sy  iaighamn: ey bldg, Carers) 
E a why, 4 S ane Boot Deni Oct at 
ran S ORN, er 26 
Off , 29, Queen st, Cardiff 
Semmes CHARLES Waco Bristol, Cooper Oct 25 
at 11.30 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bristol 
Gases Joanrn, Bamaley, W Oct 23 at 11.30 


Regent st, rng a 
Houuipay, ag tag rld, Innkeeper 
Oct 23 at 11 i, Dake a Whitehaven 
Horyett, Geto, Gaen, 
24at12 Off Rec, 5, Potty Ory, Os Cumibel ridge 
sa my CHARLES SuNKWwIN, Fleet st, pens Agent 
Oct 23 Bankru 


at 2.30 iptcy Carey st 
JENKINS, goman, tenppeeee, Glam, yw * onag Oct 
20 at3 Off Rec, 
A > atl2 Off 


65, High st, Merthyr 
Kent, Joszrn, Oi My 
's Heath, King’s Norton, Worcs, late 


23 at12 23, Colmore row, Birming- 


ham 

Kirsy, Henry, St Leonard’s on Sea, Ironmonger Oct 23 
at 12 Young & Son, Bank bidgs, Hastings 

Lanepate, Atpert MarMapuxs, 
cae saemad Oct 24 at 12 Bankruptcy buildings, 


Carter, Harry 
CHASE, Arrtuur, Martin’ 
chant Oct 


Kine, Jonx, 
Brickmaker 


WW. 





Carey st 

Leverton, GrorGE, aon, Beinten, late Grocer Oct 20 at 11 
Off Rec, St Peter’s Church Nottingham 

Levy, Moyracvur, Dalston he uteher Oct 25 at 12 

ptcy Carey st 

Lewis, Exocn Baixey, Stafford, Lunatic, not so found by 
Inquisition Oct 20 at 11 Oif Rec, Dudley 

LockYER, a Bishops Somerset, Farmer 


Oct 20 at 11.30 Om Re, , 58, Hammet st, Taunton 
Lopgr, Frepericx James, and Epwin Witutiam Hewrrt, 
Birmingham, Cabinet Cabinet Makers Oct Oct 23 at 11 23, Colmore 


row, Birmingham 
Lover, ‘Frepericx James (separate estate), Birmingham, 
Cabinet inet Maker Oct 23 at 11, 33, Colmore row, Bir- 


tou Kx18, Victoria st, Financial Agent Oct 25 at 2.30 
Bankru bl 


st 
reioTt, Isaac, Kamsey, Hunts, Potato Merchant Oct 
23 at12 Law Co New rd, Peterborough 
ManrsHatt, Frepsrick, ounslow and Feltham, Wheel- 
wright Oct 23 at 3 Off Rec, 95, Temple chmbrs, Temple 
avenue 
a pi ay Ok Licensed Victualler Oct 20 at 
haat chmbos Queen st, Oldham 
me. Wnetan Henry, Great Grimsby, — Oct 
21 at 11 ag to a my Grims' 


O’Done., NEAL, Gent Oct ‘uM at 1 
Bankru bl a 

Orcuarp, Francis ALFRED — Southville, Bedminster, 
— Oct 2atil Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, 


Corn st, Bristol 
Porter, Josern, bi Rutland, Farmer and Grazier 
Oct 23 at 12.30 Off Reo, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 
Seymour, Atrrgep Epwarp, Licensed Victualler 
Oct 23 at 11.30 Off Rec, Lg Ey —* 
Sums, Anne Exiza, St Leonards on Sea, Boarding house 
Keeper Oct 23 at 12.30 Gone & Son, Bank bldgs, 


Hastings 
Surrn, Cuartes Henry, and Frepericx Avevsrcs Surrn, 
re ores, Oct 20 at 11.30 Off Reo, 


5 Eastbourne, Coal Merchant Oct 24 at 
Ree, 4, Pavilion bidgs, Brighton 

ceowen elo A.rrep, Devonport, Ironmonger Oct 20 at 
11 10, Athenseum ter, Plymouth 

cae Davin, —_ nee Seep Ounce Oct 24 at 
11 Off Rec, Pink lane, Newcastle on 

WaLruam, Tuomas, Wisbech, Cambs, Baker * Oct 21 atl 

, 8, King st, Norwich 

Wuearox, ‘Henny Wit.iam, een Merchant 

Oct 26 at 2.30 


Wuirty, Groner, Maiden Rest chenad on Bouman Coal Merchant 
Oct 20 at 1 


= hon jane 


Winrer, hla from 
24 at 12 
House Furnisher 


if Ree, 4, Pa 
Weenies aon 

4 st, Preston 
rd, Forest Gate, Flour 


Oct 20 at 4, 
Wogpristy Micuann, 
Mati st 
bey? Jouy, Drury lane, Window — t Oct 
Fo hokngen then Oe 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Asuronp, Groner, Lyndhurst, Hants, Builder South- 
ampton Pot ct 9 Ord Oct 9 : 
Asrox, Wi.tusam Hewny, and Cuances Trier Asroy, 





Zags Whar a, New North ri, Founders High Court 
, Mon, Grocer ‘Tredegar Pet 

B ie Epw. and A.rrep Asnrox, 
“to shaw, Lance, Beders | Manchester We Bot 


Ord Oct 11 
Cc. Haxggiett 
anees, 4 Seema, Sorte, Kent, Spinster 


Avstix, - 
Ord Oct 11 


eae ie | Birmingham Pet 
Coreen me Tt Herts, Farmer St Albans 


Darweosen, Wi 3 

Lox ‘Livespool’ "Pot Ost 11" Ord’ Oct 11 

ARLES, Warwick, Mess Caterer Warwick Pet 
Ord Oct 10 


Drxow, 
Oct 10 


Hatiam, Cuaates Wiis, 4 

Hammon, WItt1am, oe ‘ 

Simea tame 8t ps ey Bh st Albans Pet 

nian Jona, West Bromwich, Greengrocer West 
Bromwich Pet os oe 7 Ord Oct7 


He J 
"New Se aeratn ee het C Pet Oct Sto bel Oot Oct 10 


Hoveson Wiis Lampioves, 
eeper Pet Oct1 Ord 
Hoae, Joszru, Leeds, Draper 


Oct 10 
Houuway, Da Gt 
Cockefmouth and’ Workington Pet aes 


us 

Homes, srs Sats, Brockley, Spondon, Derbyshire, Engine- 

J Wink Pet ckbesben Teows, Engine Packing 

seamen es, Wiuiiam, 
Menufactuser Bradford Pet Oct9 Ord Oct 9 

i ae Brighton Pet 

Soom Cuaries Suixxwrs, Fleet st, Advertising Agent 
High Court Pet Oct 3. Ord Oct 7 

Kext, Josern, Essex, Dealer Cambridge Pet 
Sept 21 Ord Océ 11 

Lagagp, Vesnatats, Grseieast oh, Meqeaing Biveties to 
$a ew High Court Pet Aug 5 Ord 

Laver, Rosert, Western +" ae Green, Baker 
Windsor Pet Oct10 Ord 

Law, Wituam Wre Sam, en, Guimee Biceaten 
Pet A ang Ord 

Maggiorrt, cy Kamoey, Hunts, Potato Merchant Peter 





Marsa, Cuantes Jouyx, Barry Dock, Glam, Tobacconist 
Cardiff Pet Ord Oct 
Moss, Cuartes Morais, Liverpool, Estate Agent Liverpool 


Hat Tuomas by = 1 Ort Oa 9 Surrey, Builder 
Oct 10 


Pextry, Craupe Asuizy Awxsox, Baron’s Court rd, West 
Solicitor High Court Pet Aug 8 Ord 


Humber, Builder Gt 


One, ae Moxx, 


Pickarp, 
Grimsb: 


Renwick, ¥ aie 
Wandsworth 


Oct 1i 


Ord ll 
Tarvor, J sume Hepes, Shrewsbury, Music Seller Shrews- 
Pet Sept 27 Ord Oct 7 
ae 5 Jouyx ALFRED, 


Wiursex, Witttam Leoxarp, Windsor, Waiter Windsor 
Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 11 


London Gasette—Tusspar, Oct. 17. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Basnay, Fs. Fee next the ~ Norfolk, late Farmer 
Norwich 


Oct 
Draper Nottingham Pet Oct 
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Dayrxim, Sauver Henny, by Br: femely Cattle 
Ni et Oct 12 Ord Oct 1 

Dower, Epwarp Keg why Bermon New rd, Coeteitionse 

13 


High Court 

EnGertoy, <A Ramsey ra Forest Gate, Builder High 
Court Pet Sept 7 Ord Oct 13 

Evans, Jouy Regs, Brynhyfryd, Swansea, Builder Swan- 
SAL 11 _ Ord Oct 11 

Evans, Wi1iam, Cardiff, Grocer Cardiff Pet Oct 12 

G gre, Guan thuas Pencr, U 

IBBON: HARLES ~ ¥ pper Bognor, Sussex, Brewer 


Ord Oct 14 
G, Queen V1 Vi ictorin st, Contractor High Court 
uly 10 Ord Oct 13 


Gresnonass, Wititiam, Hundon, Suffok, Farmer 
bridge Pi 


GipBens. 
Pet J 


Cam- 
Oct 12 Ord Oct 12 
Gairritas, Wituiam Jony, woumen, Glam, Butcher 
= pg Mey abe 8 Leg ot 
ALSALL, Peter, Southport, Fish Dealer Liverpool Pet 
Oct 12 Ord Oct 12 . 
Public 


Town Hall chmbrs, Southwark, 
High Court Pet Sept 20 Ord Oct 13 
_ ng aes Coppersmith High 


Hart, Hexry 
House Bro! 

Hewnpry, Genes, Ook 
Court Pet 


Hii, Cuan.es + hell Farkit 4 Plaistow, Baker High 
Court Pet Oct 12 ‘Ord Oct 12 
Hit, Rosert, and Arsrrt Epwis Hix, Belton, nr Crowle, 
Thrashing Machine Owners Sheffield Pet 
Oct 12 Ord Oct 12 
Hoao, Wit.1am, North Lopham, Norfolk, Farmer Ipswich 
Pet Oct 12 Ord Oct 12 
HoiuiuxGwortn, Ervixe, Glossop, Derbyshire, Stationer 
under Lyne and Staly yridge Pet Sept 19 Oct 


Glam, 
Pet 


Bush, 
Ord 


Oct 
Joux, Gwitym, Hopkin’s Town, nor Rostepeits, 
Grocer Pontypridd Pet Sept 26 Ord Oct 
ERTS, Chester, Dfaper Chester 
14 


Shepherd’s 
Pet Oct 12 


Jones, WitttaAm 
Oct 14 Ord 


Jornpayx, Revpew Jacon, Rylett rd, 
of no occupation High Court 


2 
Kewynixetos, otherwise Kepinctox, Henry, Elmsett, 
Suffolk, Farmer Ipswich Pet Oct 12 Ord Oct 12 
Stourport, Wores, Carpet Weaver 
et Oct 9 Ord Oct 9 
Kiont, Witi1am Henry, East Hartlepool, Painter Sun- 
derland Pet Oct 12 Ord Oct 12 
Laxo, Epwarp, Pall mall, Gunmaker High Court Pet 
Oct 14 Ord Oct 14 
Lewis, Gzorce, Pembroke Dock, Carpenter 
Dock Pet Oct 4 Ord Oct 13 
Georce Crioves, Manchester, 
Pet Oct 2 Ord Oct 13 
Mizzs, Jonxy Wi.tiam, Swansea, Manager _* al 
building firm Swansea Pet Oct13 Ord Oct 
Mityzs, Cans, Derby, late Baker Derby Pet ‘Oct 13 
13 


Naiseas i Joun W, late of Wimbledon, Surrey Kingston, 
Pet Sept 21 Ord Oct 12 
Price, Tuomas Davis, Fore st, Woollen Merchant High 
Court Pet Oct 13 Ord Oct 13 
Purves, Jonx, Scarborough, Fancy Goods Dealer Scar- 
borough Pet Oct13 Ord Oct 13 
Rew He ood — K Smitn, Leeds, Innkeeper Leeds 
rd Oct 13 


Pet Oct 

mes Hex, Fiistowe, Suffolk, plement Room 

— Pet Oct 13 Ord Oct 

Sotster 6 , Silk st, Milton st, Merchant Otten Court Pet 

Sept 5 Ord Oct 12 

Surrn, Atrrep Tovimin, Essex st, Strand, Solicitor High 
Court Pet July 31 Ord Oct 12 

Saurrn, Amos, Newchurch in Pendle, nr Burnley, Farther 

Pet Oct 13 Ord Oct 13 
Surrn, Eowarp T, Mexborough, Yorks, Earthenware 
Sheffield Pet Sept 23 Ord Oct 12 
Suiru, Grorcr, Kidderminster, Milliner Kidderminster 
Oct 9 Oct 9 

Sourawe.., Epwarp, Rath, Newspaper Proprietor 
Pet 29 Ord Oct 1 

Sucpeyx, CuaRr.es, Sete st, Fabric Furnisher High 
Court Pet Oct 12 Ord Oct 12 

Swans, Witttam Atreep, St John’s rd, Ipswich, Port- 
manteau Maker Ipswich Pet Oct 11 Ord Oct 11 

Bolton Pet Sept 30 


Bridg- 


Kixpox, Wi.1am, 
dderminster 


Pembroke 


Mevvi1tz, Auctioneer 


Bath 


Tay.or, Joux, Bury, Baker Ord 
Oct 12 

Tuomas, Atrrep, Weston super Mare, Painter 
water Pet Oct 12 Ord Oct 12 

Beecholme ter, Clapton, 


Watrxer, Wittiam Kemxprsox, 
Pet Oct 14 


ag Salesman High Court 
Ord Oct 14 
Wester, Pair Jouy, late of Ashford, 
Can Pet Sept 27. Ord Oct 13 
Veresats, oszru, Oldham, Estate Agent Oldham Pet 
Ord Oct 12 


Kent, Brewer 


Widen Cuartes Antuvn, Barry Dock, Glam, Optician 
Cardiff Pet Oct 13 Ord Oct 13 

Wittiams, Wits, Swansea, Journeyman Carpenter 
Swansea Pet Oct 11 Ord Oct 11 

Wixwoov, Tuomas, Pershore, W.:cs, Market Gardener 
Wi Pet Oct 12 Ord Oct 12 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
Anren, Tuouas Rosent, Cable st, Shadwell, 
26at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Bairey, Tuomas Rosent, Roxwell, Essex, Farmer 
Mat 3 Off Rec, 9, Temple chmbrs. Temple avenu 
Bares, 


2 at ii bidgs, ache st 
Boorn, Witraw ng shire, late Fru‘terer 
Oct 24 at2.20 Off Bee, St Jamere tenho Derby 


Grocer Oct 


Oct 


Buiercey, Jaurs, Oldham, Property Repairer Oct 24at 11 | 


, Bank chmbrs, Queen st, Oldham 


Off 
Caney, Cuauces Hewnr, Church rd, Little Ilford, Brick- | 


layer Oct 26 at 1 
Catves, Jons, meas, 
Colmore row, Bi 
Caawsnay, Faaxcis Ric AND, Cardiff, Colliery Proprictor 
Oct 27 at 3 Off Rec, 20, Queen st, Carey st 
Crorren, Jous, Nottingham, Engineer of 
Rec, &t Peter's Church walk, Notting’ 


Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Saddler Oct 26 at 12 


Oct 2i at il 
ham 


og rg rd, Canning Tuwn, Grocer ct | 
1 


23, | 


Dixon, Cuartes, Warwick, Mess Caterer Oct 24at12 Off 
Rec, 17, Hertford st, Coventry 

Eck.ey, Dav 1p, Ferndale, Glam, Blacksmith Oct 24 at 12 
Off Rec, 65, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Evans, Joun, Colwyn Bay, Denbighshire, Watchmaker 
Oct 26 at 2.30 Crypt chmbrs, Chester 

Everett, Lewis, Sowerby Bridge, Yorks, late Grocer Oct 
25 at 2.30 Crypt chmbrs, C ester 

Fetvex, Gzorcr, Pontyewmmer, Glam, Boot Dealer Oct 26 
at12 Off Rec, 29, Queen st, iff 

FounTAatx, Win, Middlesborongh, Waiter Nov lat 3 
Off Ree, 8, Albert rd, Middlesborough 

Fownes, Exvest, Great Clacton, Essex, Jobmaster Oct 25 

t 


at 12 Bankruptcy bl 8 

Gaunpenase, eh gn = uffolk, Farmer Nov 1 
at 3 ‘own. 

Gairrirus, Davip, Ponty pridd, Glam, potter Oct 26 at 11 
Off Rec, 65, High st, Merth Tydfi 

Hatiam, CHARLes WILtiaM, Fon. ll War wickshire, 
Grocer Oct 26at11 2%. Colmore row, Birmingham 

Hammonp, Wiiu1am, Barr in Furness, Corn Dealer Oct 


27 at 11.30 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in Furness 

HawsNarorD, Harry, Birmingham, Printer Oct 25 at 11 
23, Colmore row, Birmin; 

Hitt, Cuaries Rosert, king rd, Plaistow, Baker 
Oct 24 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Hitt, Tuomas, Highbridge, Somereet, Butcher Oct 26 at 
li Bristol Arms Ho’ , Bridgwater 

Hint, Witiiam, Worcester, Oct 25at1030 Off 
Rec, 45, Co st, Worcester 

Hogs, Wittiam, North Lopham, Norfolk, Farmer Oct 24 
at12 36, Princes st, Iyswich 

Houmes, James, Brockley, Spondon, Derbyshire, Engine- 
—_ Oct 24 at 12 Off Rec, St James’s chmbrs, 
Derby 

Hustwaire, Cuaries, Hunslet, Leeds, Commission Agent 
Oct 24 at 11 Off 22, Park row, Leeds 

Jacques, Wii.i1am, Cleckheaton, Yorks, Engine Packing 
Manufacturer Oct 24at11 Cff Rec, 31, Manor row, 
Bradford 

Kenxinoton, Henry, Elmsett, 

i st, 


otherwise Kepineron, 
Oct 24 at 12.30 36, Princes 
Ipswich 


Kyicut, Witt1am Henry, East Hartlepool, Painter Oct 
25at4 Off Rec, 25, John st, Sunderlanc 

Laver, STEernex Jous, Etchingham, Sussex, Under 
Manager to Etchingham Dairy Co Oct 25 atl 24, 
Railway app, London Bridge 

Lesure, Arraur Everett, Counteld 5 fo, South Kensing- 
ton Oct 26 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Norrsam, Avsert, Cardiff, Baker Oct 27 at 11. eA Off Rec, 
29, Queen st, Cardiff 

OsBorNE, Josern Muwn, Charing, Kent, Grocer Oct 25 at 
12 or Ree, 73, Castle st, Canterbury 

Peance, Frank, Joun ApamTuwaire, and Joun WILLIAM 
Forster, Sunderland, Grocers Oct 25 at 2.30 Off Rec, 
25, John st, Sunderland 

Prestace, Exwest Hapiey, Hackney rd, Family Miller 
Oct 25 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Reywick, Harry Dova.as, Streatham, Surrey, Bank Clerk 
Oct 25 at 11.30 24, Railway approach, London 
Bridge 

Rocers, Arruur Wit.1am,. Kingston on Thames, Tutor 
Oct 24 at 11.30 24, Railway approach, London Bridge 

Royce, Marruias, Leicester, Cigar Manufacturer Oct 24 
at 12.30 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Sapp, Hexry Epwarp, Tolleshunt D’Arcy, = see Baker 
Uct 25 at 12 AJ Prior, Eld lane, Colcheste: 

Sate, Henry, Felixstowe, Suffolk, +e oll Room 
Keeper Oct 27 at12 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

Surrn, FrepErick, Newtown, Wednesbury and Walsall, 
Grocer Oct 25 at 11.30 Off Rec’s Offices, Walsall 

Suitx, Josern, Littlebourne Mill, nr Canterbury, Miller 
Oct 25 at11 Off Rec, 73, Castle st, Canterbury 

Srark, ANTHONY, Darlin; m, Painter Oct 2 at 3 Off 
Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesborough 

STRIDE, Wittias Purr Tauuye. Otterbourne, Hants, 
Farmer Oct 27 at 12 Off Rec, 4, East st, South- 
ampton 

Svepey, Cuaries, Newgate st, Fabric Furnisher Oct 25 at 
12 "Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Swans, Wittiam Atrrep, Ipswich, Portmanteau Maker 
Oct 27 at 12.30 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

TAYLor, samt, Bury, Baker Oct 25 at 3 16, Wood st, 

Oct 26 at 


Suffolk, Farmer 


Bolto 

Tuomas, "AL yRED, Weston super Mare, Painter 
11.30 Bristol Arms Hotel, Bridgwater 

Trexam, ALraep, Mansfield, Notts, Plumber Oct 24 at 12 
Off Rec, St Peter’s Church Walk, Nottingham 

Wats; Anrnur Toomas, and Extas Henry WaAx11s, 
Waldemar avenue, Aeon | Builders Oct 25 at 2.30 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey 

Westey, Pam Ip Jous, late Hy ‘Ashford, Brewer Oct 25 at 
3 Saracen’s Head Hotel, Ashford 

Wuirtixeroy, Wit11a", Bwineshead, Lincs, Miller 
26 at12 Off Rec, 48, High st, Boston 

Witp, Atrrep, Middlesborough, late Fruiterer 
3 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middleborough 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Arter, Tuomas Rosert, Cable st, Shadwell, 
High Court Pet Septi4 Ord Oct 11 

Bacuser, Moaris, Brewer st, Regent st, Jeweller Hi;" 
Court Pet Sept 8 Ord Oct 11 


Oct 


Oct 25 at 


Grocer 








Pet Sept 16 Ord Oct 9 
Bunvos, Witiiam, West Hartlepool, Painter Sunderland 
Pet Oct 14 Ord Oct 14 


Oldham Pet Oct11 Ord Oct 12 


maker Lewesand Eastbourne Pet Oct 9 
Cooxe, Cuances, and Wit1sam Cooxu, South Wigston, 
Leics, Farmers Leicester Pet Oct14 Ord Oct 14 
Davey, Grorce Lyre Leicester, Grocer Leicester 

Pet Oct 14 Ord Oct 1 
Dayxis, Sanuver acer Nottingham, formerly Cattle 
Dealer Nottingham Pet Oct12 Ord Oct 12 
Evans, Joux Rexs, Berghyiers, Swansea, Buildex 
sea Pet Octil Ord Oct 1 





Binv, Witttam Cutverwew., Leicester, Dyer Leicestc: | 


Curernam, Jonny, Slattocks, nr Castleton, Lanes, Publican 
Cottprax, Tuomas Witiiam, Hailsham, Sussex, Watch - 


Ord Oct 11 | ‘ 
| Law Wi 


Swan- 


Evans, Wiii1am, Cardiff, Grocer Cardiff Pet Os 
Ord Oct 12 


FarIr_es, —~y Lancaster pl, Strand, Journalist 
Court Pet Sept 2 Ona Ook a8 
scan Wituram, Hundon, Suffolk, Farmer 
bri Pet Oct 11 Ord Oct 12 
Gairritas, Witi1am Jonny, = Glam, 
H ame OStathport Fish Deal erpool. J 
ALSALL, PEeTer, er Liv : 
H ay te aye Barking rd, Plais 
ILL, Cuaries Ropert, ing Plaistow, Baker 
Court Pet Oct 12 Ord Oct 12 ; 
Hoge, W11.114M, North Lopham, Norfolk, Farmer 
et Oct 12 ‘Ord Oct 12 
Isporson, JANE, 
25 rd Oct 10 
Joux, Gwi.Lirm, Hopkin’s Town, nr Pon 
irocer Pontypridd Pet Sept 
Kewninaton, otherwise Keprxarox, Henry, Sowa 
folk, Farmer I wich Pet Oct 12 Ord Oct 12 
Kinpow, WILLIAM, wr Worcs, Carpet Weaver 
derminster Pet Ord Oct 9 
Kxiout, WitiiaM =. East paatiogedl, Painter 
derland Pet Oct 11 Ord Oct 1 
LANGDALE, ALBERT | ps aly pee. cau 
Cigar Merchant High Court Pet Oct4 Ordo 
Lewis, Georce, Pembroke Dock, Carpenter Pe 
Dock Pet Oct4 Ord Oct 13 
Mityes, Cuarvzs, Derby, late Baker Derby Pet Oct i 


Wakefield, Chemist Wakeficld Petal 
oe 


typridd, 
25 Ord Oct 18 ae 


its 


Urd Oct 13 Bi 


Neepuam, Josern a Coal Merchant 
Pet Sept 5 Ord Oct 

Oncuarp, Fraycis j ll Joun, Southville, Bedmi 
B , Draper Pet Ort 10 Ord Oct 12 

Purves, Joux, Scarborough, Peney Goods Dealer 
borough Pet Oct 13 rd Oct 1 

Rew, Groror ery ae te Innkeeper 
Pet Oct 13 Ord Oct 

Risetey, Davin —.. Cardiff, Grocer Cardiff 
Oct 9 Ord Oct 10 

Rosperts, Heaen, Park rd, West im. late W: 
High Court Pet Aug3 Ord Oct 1 

Rare, —_ Felixstowe, Suffolk, Refreshment 

Keeper wich Pet Oct 13 Ord Oct 13 

Surra, Bios, ewehurch in Pendle, nr Burnley, Far 
Barnley Pet Oct13 Ord Oct 13 

Sarrn, Groros, Kidderminster, Milliner Kidderm 
Pet Oct 9 Ord Oct 9 

Srapies, Hervert, Eastbourne, Coal Merchant 
bourne Pet Sept6 Ord Oct 12 

Srevexs, Cuanctes E, Cambridge, a Vie 
Croydon Pet Aug 29 Ord Oct 1 

Swany, WittiaM Avrrep, Jj wich, " Pertenslaall 
Ipswich Pet Oct 11 Oct 1 

Tuomas, y Mls ot Fh Painter Brid 
Pet Oct 32 Ord Oct 12 

Trenam, ALFRED, Mansfeld, Nots, Plumber Notti 
Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 

Wenser, James Henry, antes am Coal 

xeter Pet 28 Ord Oct 1 

Wenpvz, Martin, h Holborn, Tailor High Court 
Oct 10 Ord Oct 11 

Wuirry, Groror, Maiden Newton, a Coal Me 
Dorchester Pet Sept 30 Ord Oc 

Wiirams, Cuaries Arruur, Barry Dock, Glam, Opt 
Cardiff Pet Oct13 Ord Oct 13 

Wituiams, Wituam, Swansea, SouERay ROS Ci 
Swansea Pet Oct 11 Ord Oct 1 

Wixwoop, Txomas, Pershore, Worcs, Market Gard 
Worcester Pet Oct12 Ord Oct 12 a 

You — Cowper, Heavitree, nr Exeter, Comeneraiay 
ler Exeter Pet Sept19 Ord Oct 1 


SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 


Oct. 
o’clock, Leasehold Houses (see advertisement, this 
p. 4). 

Oct. 24.—WaeaTLey, 


F. ot on the Estate, 
Park Estate, Esher, Plots ‘reehold Building 
(see advertisement, Oct. 14, 
Oct. 25.—Doveias You NG, oe rs the Mart, E.C,, # 
o’clock, Tr Building tate (see adverti 


Sept. 30, 2). 

Oct. 26. Baxer & Sons, on the Estate, 
for 2.30 o'clock Plots of Freehold Building Land @ 
advertisement, this week, p. 4). 

Oct. 26.—Messrs. Faresrotuen, Eviis, Crank, & © 
the Mart, E.C., at 2 o’clock, Freehold Building Bite f 
advertisement, "Oct. A Py 2). 

Oct. 26.—WHEATLEY, , Esq., on the Estate, 
the-Solent, Plots of Pretiold Building Land (see 
tisement, Oct. 14, p. 2). 


--BDE AND SON, 


ROBE Abe MA 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT 


fv Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole a 
udicial Bench, arnaiinaen of beneunens. 





ROBES FOR QUBEN’S COUNSEL AND BARR 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


Clerks, and Clerks of the Peace. 


a 


23.—Messrs. Fosrer, at the Mart, E.C., at 14 : 


— 


and Gowns for Registrars, Toy 


Cur poration Robes, University and Clergy Got 


ESTABLISHED 1689. 


‘94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDO; y 
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